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- Tur Cuancery Cause List for the present term pre- 
ments some remarkable features. On the first day of 
term there were only 21 causes set down before Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley, while there were 135 before 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart, 113 before Vice-Chancellor 
Vood, and 88 before the Master of the Rolls. We are 
able to account satisfactorily for the remarkable con- 

s which these figures present. They certainly can- 

Mot be considered as indicating the proportionate amount 
Of business which is usually disposed of in these respective 
0 t the Rolls would pribalty take 





‘courts, as in this si 2g 
ie lead, numerical Ban rtbr: by the court of Vice- | 


Mhancellor Stuart. The number of causes, moreover, is | 
Rot a fair test of the amount of work got through, for 
rybody knows that in Vice-Chancellor Wood's court | 
ordinary run of business is frequently impeded for | 
ral days successively by heavy and protracted mo- | 

s, which have now become the characteristic of that 
and which are attributable to the fact that an un- 

ly great number of important causes are set down 

ut although the number of the causes set down 
any court is not an infallible criterion of the amount 
ffavour with which it is regarded in the profession, it 
nevertheless one test, and may be a very significant 
as we think it is in the case of Vice-Chancellor 
dersley’s court. The fact that it is avoided by the 
general body of practitioners cannot any longer be dis- 
“pated. Why it is so is alsowell known. While theaverage 
number of all the causes, including motions for decree, 
Which are heard in any year, considerably exceeds 1,000, 
‘the average number heard by Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
Within the last three or four years, has not much ex- 
ed 100; in other words, while the business that falls 

is lot is one-fourth of the whole, he gets through 
lardly one-tenth. If, therefore, the average number of 
fauses were set down before Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, 
“the hearing of a large proportion of them must either be 
Postponed a year or two beyond the usual time in 
her branches of the court, or else there must be peri- 

0 transfers. Now transfers are very inconve- 
Ment, and sometimes, indeed, very expensive. It 
"is not uncommon, before filing a bill, or, at all events, 
bon afterwards, for the parties to retain and consult 

: counsel practising in the particular court to 
Which the cause is assigned. As a rule Queen's counsel 
will not follow the cause so transferred, and therefore 
bon a transfer being made, it becomes necessary either 
give a special fee to the Queen’s counsel originally re- 
tained, or else to retain others in the court to which the 
fansfer has been made. This would of itself be enough 
D deter persons from vt to a court where there 
vas a special risk of transfer. It is, however, a notable 
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| this risk in one quarter, 


though not unnatural result that the very desire to avoid 
makes it almost inevitable in 
others, for although the Master of the Rolls and Vice- 


| Chancellor Stuart get through a very large number of 
| Cases, it must sometimes happen that they will be over- 


weighted if the rush to their courts continues. There'is 
no judge upon the equity bench who is more laborious 
al assiduous than Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, nor is ’ 
there any who is more highly respected and esteemed. 

His conduct of business is always characterized by the 

most scrupulous regard to the interests of suitors, and . 
he is unsparing in the pains that he bestows upon the 

cases which come before him, and no doubt it is this 

very anxiety which so much protracts their decision. 

But the fact remains that this branch of the court falls 

very far below the others in point of business; and if 

all were to proceed at the same rate, four or five addi- 

tional Vice-Chancellors would be necessary. 


Tue ALEXANDRA CASE is not to come before the 


| court; on the bill of exceptions which was tendered at 


the trial, but not then formally drawn up, to the ruling 
of the Lord Chief Baron. It seems that there is some 
difference in the views of the counsel for the Crown 
and that learned judge as to the language used by the 
latter in directing the jury, and a difficulty has arisen 
in consequence with respect to the paper forming the 
bill of exceptions. Under these circumstances an appli- 
cation was made to the Court of Exchequer on ry 
by the Attorney-General to enlarge the time for ‘apply- 
ing for a new trial beyond the four days allowed, 
case the Lord Chief Baron should refuse to sign the 
bill of exceptions. The Court, however, intimated that 
this could only be done in the usual way, and thereupon 
the Attorney-General stated that by the fourth day 
they would have considered whether the case could be 
brought within the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, 
so as to allow an appeal to the Court of Error in case of 
a refusal, and that he would mention the case again 
take further steps in the matter. Accordingly, on Wed- 
nesday, the Attorney-General asked their to 
make a new rule, under section 26 of the Act for regu- 
lating the office of Queen’s Remembrancer, applying to 
proceedings on the revenue side of the Court o: - 
ey the Litre of the —— yd pga 
ct, 1854, wit ray vaggbrnd peals from decisions 
Court on motions for new Trials. To this i 
the Court acceded, and during the course of the: 
Queen’s remembrancer read a new rule, framed 
judges of the Court of the 
ferred to, as craved by the A f 
Thursday the Attorney-General 
a new trial, on the nd of the verdict being 
the evidence, and of misdirection, the bill of ex 
being abandoned, and it being understood 
peal will lie from the decision of the 
new rule. After hearing the Attorney- , who 
ee ee et an Gaara een 
made a rule to show cause why the 
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not be set aside as contrary to evidence, and on the 
ground of misdirection by the judge, and on the further 
ground that although there might have been no positive 
misdirection, there was a want of information furnished 
to the jury to enable them to discharge their duty fairly. 
Rules of Court, it had been considered until Wednesday 
last, were made for the bene fit of suitors generally, and 
not ex post facto to meet the views of a party to a par- 
ticular txial. The importance of the particular case does 
not affe ct the principles upon which regulations for the 
practice. of Courts are established. The judges are 
supposed to be well versed in the processes of their courts, 
and, having regard to the interests of justice in relation 
to all parties concerned in the several matters which 
come under their cognizance, to order the procedure 
with such generality and certainty, that litigious rights 
are acquired by tke parties step by step as a cause ad- 
vances. If this is true generally, the truth is doubly 
forcible when the contest is between the Crown and a 
subject, and the Crown claims condemnation of the sub- 
jects property, and in addition the enforcement of 
penalties and imprisonment. Such is the Alerandra 
case. The defendants had obtained a verdict of “ not 
guilty.” The Court had been unanimous on the law and 
there was no new trial or appeal open to theCrown. It 
is sufficient here to state that, on. the. application 
of the counsel for the Crown, the Court adjourned 
earlier than usual, for the purpose of deliberating 
whether it should not make a rule, which would give to 
the Crown the opportunity of obtaining a new trial, 
with the object of an appeal, and that within an hour 
the Court made the rule asked for. Such a mode of 
administering the law may, or may not, be technically 
defensible, but no one who has at heart the interests of 
justice rather than those of any foreign question, can 
shut his eyes to the danger and liability of abuse which 
attend the course too successfully followed for the pur- 
pose of disturbing the verdict of the jury in the case of 
the Alexandra. 


Mr. Tipp Prarr’s ANNUAL REPORT, as Registrar of 
Friendly Societies, calls attention petiodically to an 
important subject. The report which has been recently 
issued is more than usually interesting; it is indeed 
startling. It discloses a state of things among these 
societies not unlike what is exhibited in the records of 
the Court of Chancery at certain crises when it is un- 
usually busy in winding-up trading companies. Ordi- 
nary companies coming within the Companies’ Act, 
1862, are associations for the purpose of trading or of 
carrying on business with the object of gain. Friendly 
societies, within the meaning of the Friendly Societies’ 
Consolidation Act, 18 & 19 Vict. c. 63, are constituted 
for the purpose of raising, by voluntary contributions, a 
fund for certain specified purposes, the main ones bein 
the insurance of a sum of money to be paid on the birt 
of a member's child, or on the death of a member, or 
for the funeral expenses of the wife or child of a member ; 
and the relief or maintenance of members and their 
relatives. Industrial and provident societies are governed 
by a different Act, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 87, and are a kind 
of cross between a limited company and a friendly 
society. In some respects they are governed by the 
Companies’ Act, 1862, and in others by the Friendly 
Seciatier Acts, Mr. Tidd Pratt is the Registrar of 
riendly Societies in England, and it is no doubt owing 
very much to his ae, supervision that a greater 
number of these bodies haye not come to grief. Only a 
few months ago he published an important circular on 
the subject of the misapplication of the funds of some 
of them, in which he attention to the opinion of 
the late Attorney-General on a case submitted to him, 
ising a question as to certain heavy items that were 
ly in the accounts of these societies under 
the head of “incidental expenses ;” and at the same 
time he mentioned some gross cases of the improper 
application of a large portion of income for the per- 








sonal benefit of the managers, also under the pretence — 
of incidental expenditure. In the recent report ht” 
informs us that the accounts of the Royal Liver Friend] 
Society showed, last year, an expenditure in the buri 
branch of £29,096 fer salaries to officers, in addition tg 
£6,548 for other expenses, making the total expenditure 
of management about 40 per cent. of the entire receipts, 
Since Mr. Tidd Pratt's report was published, some very 
extraordinary particulars in rélation to the same sogi 
have been disclosed in an inyestigation at the Guil 

One of its “collectors” was charged before the Sitti 
alderman with embezzling various small amounts recei¥ 

by him during the last five years on behalf of 
society. It — from the evidence that the society 
consisted of the enormous number of 80,000 members, 
of whom about half resided in London, and the re. 
mainder in various parts throughout the country; that 
the income of the society was £77,000 a-year, and that 
the cost of collection alone amounted to nearly £20,000 
annually. The middle and upper classes of society have 
little notion of the vastness of some of these friendly 
societies, and of their great social importance. In point 
of income, some of psn rank with the leading & 
companies, and surpass them in the extent of their : 
of operations. Nor is their social importance lessened 
by the fact that they are mainly composed of members 
belonging to a class which is not well able to defend its 
rights or protect itself from systematic imposition and 
fraud. It is therefore all the more necessary for the 
Legislature to interpose its protection. These societies 
are of comparatively modern institution. Until recent 
years they were little known, although a few of them 
date from the commencement of the present century, 
This explains the fact that people are now only post dis- 
covering upon what false principles many of them are 
organised and conducted. Just asin ordinary insurance 
companies, they may go on for many years receiving 
sufficient premiums to maintain their credit, and als 
expensive staffs of officers, and yet break down as so 
as any considerable portion of their liability ceases to be 
contingent ; so in these friendly societies, there may b 
seeming prosperity for years, during which, nevertheless, 
the income that ought to be laid by as a reserve fun 
is wasted improvidentially, or fraudulently misapplie 
We fear there is no reason to expect that becaus 
we have hitherto seen only a comparatively few case 
in which large numbers of poor people have qulferel 
from such failures, they will be uncommon in years t@ 
come. A very large number of these societies are now 
approaching a time of trial, haying been eudtcionty 
long in existence, to have at length arrived at a perio 
when heavy claims upon them are becoming ret ti 







































Mr. Tidd Pratt's report shows, that not a few of th 
that are now receiving contributions, cannot possi 
prove solvent in the long run, and that wide spread dig 
appointment, and loss must result from their mis Ager 
ment. In the case of an ordinary compat, Tea 
would be a speedy remedy for such a state of things, 
At all events, the shareholders would possibly belon, 
a class of persons, who would see the danger of their 
Ppsltion, and would take steps for their own security, | 
ut the members of friendly societies are grucelly 
sons who are not likely to A the truth about 
matters, or to know oh to do even if they happen # 
become acquainted with it. It appears to us, therefore, 
that there ought to be some simple and effective machins 
ery for the winding up of these societies, by means @ 
which the members would be enabled to e the bes 
of a bad position of affairs, at the earliest moment, and, 
thus, not only to save themselves from continued loss, 
but to prevent others from being drawn under false pre- 
tences into a partnership that must in the end be ruinous, 
or at least very damaging, to all concerned. 3 


pe creDitors complain of the want of notice @ 
them of rooeclings in English bankruptcies, where the 
main body of ors reside in Ireland, Indeed, th rt 


7 




































woes BP etm eo eS Ohm 6 ens ls. 













































ee ee ae ee ee ee a ee ee ee ee ne ee gn 





he 


BES SASS SSS at tee ee ee 

























Nov. 7,1863. THE 











position may sometimes be regarded as not unlike those 
of the English creditors in the notorious Tobermory case. 
There an Englishman was adjudicated a bankrupt in 
Scotland, although almost eyery shilling of his debts were 
due to Englishmen. In the case of Charles Bianconi the 
younger, recently before Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, 
the claims of unsecured creditors were £8,133, of which 
the creditors resident in Iréland (47 in number) were, 
owe] not less than £6,883, while the debts of the remain- 
ing creditors (30 French and only 4 English) amounted 
to not much more than £1,000. Under these circum- 
stances the Commissioner had some doubts “ whether 
the residence of this bird of passage was sufficient to 
satisfy the statute,” and he adjourned the case for the 
purpose of consulting a brother Conimissioner, and, if 
necessary, the Lord Chancellor, on this point. We 
shall not presume to decide this question, which is, no 
doubt, one of considerable importance ; but whatever 
the law may be, it is certainly desirable that as few 
facilities as possible should be afforded to debtors to go 
through the process of bankruptcy, at a distance beyond 
They are entitl 


the reach of their creditors. ed, at least, 
to be consulted in such a pr Irish creditors 
complain that not only are they not consulted in the 
ease of an English bankrupt whose principal indebtedness 
is in Ireland, but that they receive no notice of the pro- 
ceedings, whereby their debtor is freed from liability to 
pay his state of things is clearly undesirable, and we 
belicve has been equally unfair towards English creditors 
of persons whe. bave ———. selected Dublin as 
the most convenient place for judicial whitewashing; 
because it was the most remote from the bulk of éheir 
creditors. The Tobermory case had the effect of bring- 
ing about an amendment, in this respect, of the Scotch 
law of bankruptcy. The 23 & 24 Vict. c. 33, enacts 
that in any case where sequestration is awarded in Scot- 
land, and the majority of the creditors in number and 
value reside in ‘England or Ireland, and it appears that 
from the situation of the property of the bankrupt, or 
other causes, his estate and effects ought to be distributed 
mone the creditors under the bankrupt law of England 
or Ireland, the Court of Session may recall the seques- 
tration, and thus leave the majority of the creditors to 
deal with the bankrupt in a tribunal more convenient for 
themselves. We believe there is no reciprocal power in 
the 4 <0 bankruptcy court. There are certain clauses 
in the kruptcy Act, 1861 (séctions 216, 217) mak- 
ing the Scotch and Irish courts auxiliary to the English 
court of bankruptcy, for the examination of persons 
capable of giving explanation in “any manner in re 

to the acts or dealings” of an English bankrupt; but as 
any such proceeding would. be necessarily expensive and 
troublesome, it is seldom if ever reso: to. The pro- 
per remedy for such cases is that which is contained in 
the Scotch statute, the provisions of which ought to be 
extended to, or rather made reciprocal in, the tribunals 
of the sister kingdoms, and this change would be just as 
desirable for English as for Irish creditors. 


Srr Witr1am AtHrrton, we are sorry to dor is re- 
ported to be in a very bad state of health, so indeed 
that it is feared his recovery is hopeless. The announce- 
ment will be received with hare regret by the public 

rally no less than the <r rofession, where no 
ittle sympathy exists for the hard fate Of the hon. and 
learned gentleman. 


Tue Counci, oF THE INcoRPoRATED Law Socrery, 
we are informed, has decided upon rescinding the rule 
which prohibits the publication of the questions put to 
candidates at the final examination. 


_& SUBSCRIPTION HAS COMMENCED AT BARNSTAPLB, 
with a view to indemnify Mr. Bremridge against the 
expenses attending the ion of the petition to be 
presented against the return of Mr. Lioyd; and a con- 
siderable sum has already been subscribed. 
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THE PROVINCE OF LEGISLATION. 

The Exhibition Medals’ Act, 1863, was brotiglit in 
at the close of last session, and passed in a very great 
hurry, for which theré Lg pte } be little or no neces- 
sity or justification. Indéed the was so great; that 
although it came down from the House of Lords to the 
Commons at one o’clock in the morning of the 23rd of 
July, and was then fread the first time, it obtainéd a 
second reading, passed through committee, ahd bt g ré- 
ported uport the same day, and was read 4 third time 
atid passed four days afterwards. Nothing short ofa 
great publi¢ necessity would be an apology for such fail- 
road in legislation ; arid in the case of the Exhibi- 
tioh Medals’ Bill, it was all the more unjustifiable, 
becatise that measure involved an extraordi etc 
of the criminal law, and some very grave and important 
Questions as to the true provitice of go iyay’ whi 
ought to have been first considered. The Act 4 rides - 

sect. 1), that if any trader commits any of the 

lowing, that is to say : 

1. Falsely represents that he has obtained a medal or 
certificate from the Exhibition Commissioners in 2 
of any article or process for which a medal or certificate 
has been awarded by the Commissioners : , 

2. Falsely represents (knowing such representation to 
be false) that any other trader has obtained a medal or 
certificate from the Exhibition Commissioners ; 

3. Falsely represents (knowing such representation to 
be false) that any article sold or exposed for sale has 
been made by, or by any process invented by, 4 person 
who has obtained in respect of such article or process 
a medal or certificate from the Exhibition Commis- 
sioners : 

He shall be subject to the penalties thereinafter men- 
tioned. ‘The Act further provides that, in proceedings 
under its provisions, it shall not be necessary to prove 
that any person has sustained damage by the false repre- 
sentation of the defendant. The term trader is not 
defined in the Act, nor are the offences intended to be 
restricted to the course of trade. If a confectioner or a 
draper, chatting with a neighbour at his fireside, after 
the days work was over, were falsely to make any of 
these representations, it would be a crime within the 
Act, and he would accordingly be exposed to the statu- 
tor alty, although no damage was done to anybody ; 
and thus mere untruth, in private conversation, has come 
to be made a crime with the least possible notice of the 
fact to the public. Are we not right in saying, that 
an enactment of this kind ought to have . 
ceded by some discussion on the question whether the 
subject-matter did not more properly belong to the pro- 
vince of morals rather than of jurisprudence? eral 
enactments of recent years seem to have been passed in 
entire forgetfulness of the difference between the two. 
The confusion that is likely to arise in consequence, and 
the difficulty of applying such enactments, is well illus- 
trated by a case whie came before Alderman J. C. 
Lawrence, a few days ago at the Guildhall. The mana- 
ging director and secretary of a Gas Meter Company, 
imited, were charged with making a false ta 
tion in the prospectus of the company “ with rd toa 

gas meter.” The “ false representation,” however, 
appeared to be only a of inference, arising from a 
essio veri, and this the alderman decided to be not 
within the meaning of the Act. We do not pretend to 
offer any bmg upon the point raised in the case, as 
our only object is to call attention to the enactment 
itself, not only as a 8 of and unskilfal 
legislation, but as one that deserves to be more widely 
known amongst those to whom it applies, No doubts 
man may a false representation by méans of infer- 
ence or allusion as effectually as by direct statement. 


Any moral code would either of misre- 
Eonete with aversion, and pd the Act of 1863 
| includes both alike. If so, it is im lé to say Where 





the summonses and charges under its provisions may 
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stop. We fear that it will be found impracticable to 
enforce by Act of Parliament the observance of strict 
truth among traders or any other class of the community, 
and that in this respect nothing more can be effectively at- 
tempted than to make them liable for any damage caused 
by their untrue representations. Wemay add that the case 
at the Guildhall is the only one that has yet been brought 
forward since the passing of the Act, and that it shows 
not only the radical vice of the enactment, which we 
pointed out at the time,* namely, its mistake as to the 
true province of jurisprudence, but also another 
defect of a minor character, which we also no- 
ticed, namely, the want of a definition of the class of 
persons to whom the Act applied. Is a secretary of a 
trading company a “ trader” within the meaning of the 
Act, and if so, is he liable for any false representation 
contained in the prospectus ofthe company? The case 
of Cullen v. Thompson, 7 Sol. Jour. 717, decides that a 
secretary of a joint-stock bank is not civilly irrespon- 
sible for false statements touching the state of the bank, 
and may be liable in damages to a person who is thereby 
induced to buy shares; but in that case the secretary 
was in fact an active party in making the representa- 
tions, and it does not touch the question whether he 
would be liable as a ¢rader within the meaning of the 
Exhibition Medals’ Act, 1863. As every penal enact- 
ment is to be construed strictly, and in favour of the 
liberty of the subject, we cannot help thinking that the 
mere circumstance of a man being an officer of a 
trading company would not of itself be sufficient to 
make him a trader within the meaning of the Act. 


RESCISSION OF LEGAL CONVEYANCES BY COURTS 
OF EQUITY. 

This important doctrine of equity has recently re- 
ceived another application at the hands of the Master 
of the Rolls, in his decision of the case of Broun v. 
Kennedy. It has fallen to the lot of that learned judge, 
in recent times, to apply the principles of the Court to 
combinations of facts which, in specie at least, have so 
far differed from those of antecedent cases as to suggest 
to some minds that an amplification of the original scope 
of this branch of equitable jurisdiction has been estab- 
lished, which is in some measure referrible to the views 
enunciated by his Honour. The subject is an interest- 
ing one, and may deserve to be considered. 

" 0 Huguenin vy. Baseley, 14 Ves. 273, in Sir Samuel 
Romilly's celebrated argument for the plaintiff, the 
general power which the defendant had obtained, as a 
religious adviser to the plaintiff, was strongly urged as 
an infirmative circumstance, and as a ground for settin 
aside the deed. The “ ratio decidendi,” however, of Lor 
Eldon was the want of proof that the grantor executed 
the deeds with such a knowledge of their effect, nature, 
and consequences, as the defendant, the grantee, in the 
situation and relation which he had assumed towards the 
laintiff, was bound to show had been communicated to 
er, before she was suffered to execute them. His Lord- 
ship said: “ Zhe question is not whether she knew what 
she was doing, had done, or intended to do, but how the 
intention was produced; whether all that care and provi- 
dence was placed around her, which from their situation 
and relation, with respect to her, they were bound to exert 
on her behalf.” It must not be understood that his 
Lordship meant by the first part of this sentence to im- 
ply that the Court could look into the means by which 
the géneral state of mind of the donor, disposing her to 
confer a bounty on the donee, had been produced. For, 
on the one hand, it is undeniable that gifts wholly un- 
impeachable, on any principle acted on by courts of 
equity, are often made where the feelings Prompting the 
gift, if they could be inquired into, would be referrible 
to merits on the part of the recipient, which abstract 
principles of morality would disapprove. And, on the 
other hand, to hold that the performance of acceptable 








service of any laudable or innocent nature, which may 
create a title to the gratitude or kindly feeling of an- 
other, should operate as a disqualification, in the per- 
former of such service, for becoming the object of the 
tified person’s bounty, would be todam up sources of 
indness and preference the most legitimate and pure, 
The inference deducible from Huguenin v. Baseley, there- 
fore, is not that a person who by means, good or other- 
wise, has become the object of the favorable predisposi- 
tion of another's mind, is incapable of receiving a 
beneficial gift from that other, but that where the in- 
tent of bounty is produced by fraud, misrepresentation, 
or improper conduct, practised ad hoc, it follows that 
a benefit which is conferred under such stimulus cannot 
be “ the pure voluntary and well understood act of the 
donor’s mind.” Such a statement of the doctrine will, 
it is thought, be found to be consistent with the deci- 
seats and with the common sense and feelings of man- 
ind. 

The cases of Harris v. Tremenheere, 15 Ves. 34, and 
Nicol vy. Vaughan, 6 Bligh, 104, among others, establish 
that a gift is valid which is made in fulfilment of an intent 
of kindness or gratitude or duty of imperfect obligation, 
where there is no evidence of fraud, misrepresentation, 
circumvention, or anything improper leading the grantor 
to make the gift, and the extent and nature of the same 
are understood at the time; and this too, though the 
donee may be in the profession of the law, and may be 
the attorney of the donor; or the donee, not being in 
the profession of the law, although his own solicitor, 
and no other, be employed in the preparation and exe- 
cution of the instrument of gift. The two last cited 
cases fully establish both these propositions, although 
certain “dicta” of the judicature may be met with ap- 

arently irreconcileable with this statement of the law. 

he authority of the two last cited cases cannot, however, 
be disregarded ; the one being a decision of Lord Eldon, 
subsequent to that of Huguenin v. Baseley, which is 
therein referred to; and the other bearing the au- 
thority of the highest court of appeal, and being a re- 
versal of a Rolls decree. Indeed, it is believed that 
those cases where observations occur which may ap 
inconsistent with the principles established by the last- 
mentioned cases, will all be found, on investigation, to 
have contained elements which furnished a basis of de- 
cision on some other clearly defined ground for the ap- 
plication of the general doctrine, without resting on the 
abstract incapacity of a professional man to receive the 
pure donation of his client, or on any inflexible rule 
requiring the employment of an independent solicitor as 
necessary to the validity of a gift. A careful judge, Sir 
R. T. Kindersly, has recently (Zomson v. Judge, 5 
W. R. 396) intimated some difficulty in reconciling the 
case of Harris vy. Tremenheere with the principles which 
the current of recent decisions is thought to have favoured. 
It is submitted, however, that the doctrine of Harris v. 
Tremenheere will be found not to be inconsistent with 
actual decisions, though it may hardly be reconcileable 
with certain “dicta” which are to be met with in cases 
to the decision of which they were unnecessary. In 
Cooke y. Lamotte, 15, Beav., 234, the Master of thé 
Rolls was of opinion that the defendant had not dis- 
charged himself of the burden which is cast “on those 
who meddle with such transactions, and who thereby 
take upon themselves the whole proof that the thing is 
righteous ;” his Honour not being satisfied that the 
evidence proved that the obligor and donor of the bond, 
in that case, knew that the effect of the transaction was 
to render the bounteous intention she at that time enter- 
tained towards her nephews, irrevocable. In the recent 
ease the report of his Honour's judgment, as it 
appears in the daily journals, does not enable us to say 
whether the decision proceeded on the ground of the 
non-discharge by Mr. Kennedy of the duty of satisfying 
the Court of the absence of any of the infirmative 





* 7 Sol. Jour, 750. 





circumstances which would render the gift ne 
or whether the relation in which Mr. Kennedy : 
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towards the donor raised so strong a presumption of 
overpowering influence on his part, as to neutralize or 
exclude any proof which might be tendered by him, 
that the gift was, at the time, well understood by the 
donor, and was the voluntary discharge by her, of an 
obligation, which was unenforceable by any sanction 
other than that of her own conscience and sense of 
honour. The peculiarity of this case consists in the 
fact, that the motive for the gift was an imperfect obliga- 
tion on the donor existing towards a person who had 
not created any legul claim of any kind on his part 
upon the client, and it therefore materially differs from 
cases, with which decisions have familiarized us, of 
solicitors who, being in a position to enforce a legal 
demand for services rendered, have, while in possession 
of that element of power, become the recipients of 
benefits other than, or additional to, the remuneration 
they could enforce as the result of contract. 

The foundation of the doctrines of equity repressive 
of this mode of acquisition, appears, from the leading 
cases on the subject, to have been mainly grounded on 
the possibility of a ‘‘ crushing influence” being brought 
to bear on the production of these gifts, and for which, 
the relative situation ofattorney and dient, and the power 
of the former of harshly enforcing his rights under the 
contract of professional service, were thought to afford 
dangerous facilities. Much of the reasoning applied to 
cases of this description, is obviously shelly inap- 
plicable to a case where services, however important, 
may have been rendered by a member of that branch of 
the profession which is unable to assert any legal claim 
to remuneration. The counsel who has not received 

repayment of the “ honorarium,’’ being, according to 
aw, remediless for enforcing a pecuniary acknowledg- 
ment for his services, his claim, therefore, constitutes 
only a moral or natural obligation. The effect ascribed 
to natural obligations in the civil law, seems to have 
been considerable, for while, in common with our own 
law it gave no action for their active enforcement, it left 
to them almost al! the other effects of civil obligations ; 
they could be made the ground of set-off; they were 
capable of novation, either for conversion into a civil 
obligation, or by way of substitution and merger there- 
of; and they possessed other qualities of legally- 
sanctioned civil obligations. The essential quality of 
the natural obligation in the civil law, is that which also 
distinguishes it in our own as well as in the juristic sys- 
tems of other nations, “ money paid in discharge thereo 
cannot be recovered bach.” (Farmer v. Arundel, 2 Bl. 
Rep. 824; 1 T. R. 286, 287, per Lord Mansfield ; Code 
Civil Liv. 3 Tit. 3 Art. 1235.) 

If the conclusion of the Master of the Rolls proceeded 

upon the ground -of an ew on Mr. Kennedy's 
t, in the relation which he occupied towards the 
onor, for receiving a remuneration for his professional 
services, in the form which the impeached transaction 
assumed, it would seem to follow that this general prin- 
ciple is deducible from his Honour’s decision, namely :— 
that a natural obligation which would prevent money 
actually paid in consequence of it, from being recovered 
back, would not be sufficient to prevent a rescission of 
a legal instrument whereby, instead of a money payment, 
property may have been conveyed in discharge of such 
obligation. It seems clear upon the well established 
principles of our law that, assuming fraud and practice 
on the part of the recipient, not to have existed, if a 
money payment (¢hough even to the amount in value 
of the subject matter of the impeached conveyance) 
had been made to Mr. Kennedy at the time of the execu- 
tion of the deed, it could never have been recovered back, 
(7 Ves. p. 23). This view of the case makes it a matter 
ofinterest to seek to extract from the judgment of the 
Master of the Rolls, the principle which guided him to 
the conclusion at which he arriyed. We ought to 
endeavour to acquire, if possible, anything which may 
assist us, amid the — lan, of the judicature, 
in establishing a juridical guide, and which may lead to 





aclear enunciation and steady enforcement of the legal 
principles which must regulate the conduct of mankind 
in an important branch of human transactions. Nothing 
will tend more to promote the attainment of the desir- 
able object than adherence tothe rule and is enforced 
by the language of an eminent judge. “ The principle of 
decision should be kept steadily in view, not merely for 
the determination of the particular case, but for the 








interest of the law as a science.” 





COUNTY VOTERS’ REGISTRATION LAW. 
We have been favoured, by Mr. Charles Edward Lewis, 
Solicitor, of 24, Old Jewry, with the following suggestions for 
amendments in the present law relating to the Registration 


of County Voters: — 
Present Law. 


Evil of it. 


1. Nooneis register- 1. Trouble to the 


ed in a county un- 
less he makes a 
written claim, 


voter. Frequent 
loss of franchise 
and dissatisfaction 
occasioned there- 
by. Disssimilarity 
from practice in 
boroughs, where 
every one prima 
Sacie entitled is put 
on list by over- 
seers, Persons 
qualified rely on 
their being placed 
on the register 
without their own 
action. 


2. Every person who 2. The great facili- 


claims, whether up- 
on good or fictitious 
grounds, gets on the 
list as a matter of 
course, unless ob- 
jected to. 


ties for putting fic- 
titious voters on 
the register where 
the registration is 
not keenly looked 
after by both poli- 
tical parties. If 
keenly fought, and 
the new claimants 
are made to prove 
their right, great 
ill-feeling is caused; 
and yet many qual- 
ifications turn upon 
matters only with- 
in the cognizance 
of the claimants. 
Claims really un- 
founded frequently 
get on unchal- 
lenged and un- 
proved for fear of 
the penalty of 
costs. 


3. All votersremain 3. Dead voters re- 


on a county regis- 
ter until struck off 
on objection, 


main on in some 
cases for years. 
Persons who have 
sold their qualify- 
ing property also. 
Great expense to 
candidates at elec- 
tion. Risk of per- 
sonating dead vo- 
ters, and of unqua- 
lified persons con- 
tinuing to vote, 
(There is no pe- 
nalty for so doing, 
and the fact is, 
that at contetsed 
elections many 

vote who 
tov not the pro- 
perty for which 
they are regis 
tered). 


Remedy. 

1. Having regard to 
the many sorts of 
interests in pro- 
perty which give 
a county vote, the 
remedy can only 
be partial. The 
overseer should 
place on the county 
list, all persons who 
occupy premises in 
their parish rated 
to the qualifyi 

amount, Also all 
persons entitled as 
owners. Same 
liberty as now for 
parties to claim. 

2, Allow every 
claimant to be 
challenged to 
prove his right 
once. Votes thus 
proved to have a 
distinctive mark 
in the register. No 
costs to be given 
in any case of a 
new claimant, as it 
is no hardship upon 
any one to prove 
his right to be ad- 
mitted on the elec- 
toral roll upon any 
system short. of 
universal suffrage. 


8. On making the 
first register let 
the overseer or 
other public au- 
thority send writ- 
ten application to 
every one on the 
register in respect 
of any other quali- 
fication than ‘‘oc- 
cupation,” to ask 
whether the person 
registered holds 
the same qualifi- 
cation. One month 
allowed for answer. 
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Evil of it. 


Remedy. 
prove their right 
at the revision 
court. 


4. Evidence by affi- 4. Many persons 4. Allow evidence 


davit is not ad- 
mitted in support 
of claims or against 
them. 


5. A claimant is 
bound to prove his 
case at the court of 
the district where 
his qualifying pro- 
perty is situate. 
The Revising Bar- 
rister has no juris- 
diction to dispose of 
it elsewhere. 


6. Overseers 
make out lists. 


now 


7. There is no power 
to compel the at- 
tendance of any 
witnesses in sup- 
port of or objection 
to vote. 


8. Notice of objec- 
tion does not state 
ground of objec- 
tion. 


9. Notice of objec- 
tion may be given 
now simply because 
a voter has changed 
his residence from 
that stated on the 
register, without 
having reclaimed 
so as to get the 
register altered. 


10. Costs do not 
follow as a matter of 
right where objec- 
tion fails. They are 
in discretion of bar- 
rister, and only 
when objection “fri- 
volous and yexa- 
tious.” 

11. When overseers 
object to any voter 
they are not obliged 
to give notice to 


the voter, but 
merely write “ ob- 
jected ” in the 


margin of the list. 
12. The power of 
appeal against the 
Revising Barrister’s 
decision igs only 
where he consents 
to an appeal. 


lose the franchise 
not being able to 
attend personally 
or by any sufficient 
witness at the 
court of the re- 
vising barrister. 

5. Great inconveni- 
ence and expense 
to the yoter. Con- 
sequent loss of 
franchise, as voters 
frequently have to 
travel to remote 
places. 


6. In the country 
parishes the igno- 
rance of the over- 
seers cause many 
blunders and loss 
of franchise. 

7. Obviously im- 
perfect inquiry. 
Want of means of 
testing fraudulent 
claims, 


8. Voter does not 
know what he has 
to meet. General 
notice may be a 
mere speculation 
or attempt to fish 
out an objection. 


9. Great loss of 
franchise on this 
ground, Great 


trouble to voters 
becanse the objec- 
tor can compel 
them to prove 
whole case, and 
not merely to 
amend the defec- 
tive address. 

10. Great expense 
and loss to voters, 
Encouragement to 
speculative objec- 
tions. Loss of 
franchise. Parties 
will not attend at 
their own expense. 


ll. The  conse- 
quence is that a 
man is liable to be 
struck off without 
his knowledge, es- 
pecially non-resi- 
dent voters. 


12. The worst law- 
yers will naturally 
be the least in- 
clined to have their 
decisions reviewed, 
and protect them- 
selyes by refusing 
& case, 


of the claimant by 
affidavit, provided 
it contained all the 
essential requisites, 
and nogatived all 
the disqualifying 
circumstances, 

5. Permit the 
claimant to give 
notice to have his 
case heard at the 
most convenient 
court, just in the 
same way as he 
can claim to poll 
at the most con- 
venient _ polling 
place. 

6. Let the clerks to 
the unions make 
out lists, and do 
what is suggested 
in No. 3 above. 


7. Power to sub- 
pcena any party in 
support of, or op- 
position to, vote, 
paying reasonable 
expenses as a wit- 
ness. 

8. Let the notice of 
objection state 
with reasonable 
certainty the 
ground of objec- 
tion. None other 
than is etated to 
be gone into. 

9. Allow no object- 
ion on this ground 
unless & months 
previous notice has 
been given to the 
voter requiring the 
voter to alter his 
address, and such 
notice shall not 
have been com- 
plied with. 

10. In all cases 
after first proof, 
where objection 
fails, objector to 
pay fair costs, and 
not merely as at 
present, a nominal 
fine. 


11, They should be 
bound to give no- 
tice to the voter 
just in the same 
way as other per- 
sons are with 


cause of objection. ° 


12. Let there be a 
general power of 
appeal, with pro- 
per provisions as 
to security for 
costs where neces- 
sary. 











BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Re Rawlings, Bx parte Rawlings, L. C., 12 W. R. 

This is an instructive case as to the duties of a credi- 
tor’s assignee, and affords an instance of the vigilance 
with which Lord Westbury will support the Commis- 
sioners in checking carelessness and irregularity in bank- 
ruptey proceedings. The order appealed from was made 
by Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, removing the creditor’s 
assignee for neglect of duty. It appeared that he was 
appointed on the 13th of January, 1862, but did not 
render his first account till some time after the expiration 
of the period of three months fixed by the 129th section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. This was one of the dere- 
lictions of duty for which the Commissioner removed 
him, and which called forth some pointed observations 
by the Lord Chancellor. His Lordship on that point 
remarks as follows:— 

“T am told by the learned counsel that the three 
months is a nominal period. I must dissent from that 
statement. ‘Three months’ has been put into the 
statutes with an earnest desire of endeavouring to obtain 
that which I am afraid the inveterate practise of the 
Bankruptcy Court will wholly defeat, namely, some accu- 
racy, some certainty, and some regularity of their pro- 
ceedings. That the time is not a mere nominal period is 
evinced by the whole language and tenor of the section, 
because the duty of the assignee is to render the first 
account at the end of the first three months, and thence- 
forth at the expiration of every succeeding three months. 
And I desire to have it understood that I will not have 
this thing treated as nominal, and that if an assignee 
treats that as a merely nominal matter, that he may 
disregard with impunity, I will not interfere where I 
find the Commissioner exact and vigilant in enforcing 
obedience to the statute.” 

Another fact which was commented on by the Lord 
Chancellor, was that the same solicitor acted for the 
bankrupt and the creditors’ assignee. The natural result 
was a suspicion on the part of the creditors that the 
bankrupt and assignee were in league together. 

In Re Beesley, 11 W. R. 878, the same fact was made 
one of the grounds of the removal of the assignees by the 
same learned Commissioner. There the assignees had 
been chosen at the instance of the bankrupt’s solicitor, 
and result was as the commission complained, that the 
matter remained under that gentleman’s management, 
and the assignees took no further concern about it, and 
did not attend the sittings of the Court. The Lord Chan- 
cellor’s observations in Ze Rawlings will probably lead to 
a different practise in this respect. 








COURTS. 


Mr. George Loch, of the Parliamentary Bar, Mr. W. 
H. Cooke, Mr. John Gray, and Mr. J. J. Powell, M.P., all 
of the Oxford Circuit, haying been appointed Queen's 
Counsel, have been called within the bar of the several 
courts, and taken their seats accordingly. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco before Lord Chief Justice Cocknury, 
and Justices WIGHTMAN, BLackBurn, and MELLoR). 

Nov. 2.—Ex parte Rudolph v. The Inns of Court Hotel 
Company.—Mr. H. James moved for a rule calling upon the 
directors and secretary of the Inns of Court Hotel Company 
(Limited) to show cause why an attachment should not iesue 
against them for disobeying a rule of court made by Mr. Jus- 
tice Mellor, to register the transfer by Mr. Rudolph of 400 
shares in the above company to the transferee, but as there was 
some technical difficulty in the matter, the learned gentleman 
was allowed to abandon his motion for the present, and is to be 
permitted to renew it on a future doy, after having looked at 
the authorities bearing on the point. He then moved for arule 
calling upon the defendants to show cause wy they shonld not 
register the transfer by Mr. Rudolph of 99 shares in the same 
company to a person named Van Holland. Five hundred shares 
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were allotted to Mr. Rudolph. Afterwards circumstances came 
to his knowledge which induced him to believe it would be 
petter for him to transfer the shares, and on the 20th of April 
pe transferred 400 of them. On the 21st he called on the 
secretary to register the transfer, but he refused, on the ground 
that he only paid 10s, instead of the £1 a share on allotment. 
Onthe 6th ot May Mr. Rudolph paid £250, the remaining 10s. 
per share, and again applied for the registration of the transfer, 
but it was again refused, on the ground that he was still in- 
debted to the company, the directors having, on the 23rd of 
April, in order to defeat the transfer, made a call of £1 per share 
payable in the ensuing September. ‘No notice was given of the 
intended call, or where, or to whom it was to be paid. The 
matter then went before the learned judge, who made an order 
for the transfer. 

The Lord Curer Justice.—As I understand it, the defen- 
dants say to the applicant—You shall not transfer the shares; 
and to prevent you from doing so, although you have paid up 
all existing claims, we make a further call in futuro. 

Mr. H. James said that wasso. The company’s Act stated 
that the directors might decline to transfer the shares of a mem- 
ber indebted to them, and the call was made to make Mr. 
Rudolph indebted to the company. The applicant contended 
that he was not indebted to the company till the new calls be- 
came due. ‘The ninety-nine shares were in the same position as 
the 400 except as to dates. His motion, therefore, was fora 
mule calling upon the company to register the 99 shares, The 
company admitted that the call was made for the express pur- 

of preventing Mr. Rudolph from transferring the shares 
and not for the purposes of the company. There was no doubt 
the shares had been transferred to a person who could not pay 
for them, and they must be forfeited; but Mr. Rudolph was 
willing to make the sacrifice of the £500 he had paid to get out 
of the company. 

Mr. Justice BLAcKBURN asked if it would not be better to go 
to the Court of Chancery to restrain the company from making 
the call instead of doing it rather by a side wind. 

Mr. H, James said the applicant had no wish to go to Chan- 


cery. 
The Cour? granted arule, 


Noy 3.--Jn the matter of an Atlorney.—Mr. Chambers, QC., 
moyed for a rule to strike an attorney off the rolls for miscon- 
duct. ‘The matters in question had related to a rather re- 
markable group of actions tried or disposed of at the late assizes 
for Surrey, arising out of the dealings of certain persons named 
Sanson and Ellis. These persons had professed some years ago 
to carry on business in London, and they gave orders for goods 
to various houses in London and in Paris, several of whom 
brought actions againsf a Mr. Wilhelms, on the ground of a 
supposed partnership with Sanson and Ellis. Three of these 
actions came on for trial at the last assizes, and one of them was 
tried out, and resulted in a verdict forthe plaintiff. Then there 
was another action coming on for trial, an action by a French 
house of Grell & Co., but this, seeing the result of the previous 
action, was settled. The attorney against whom the present 
application was made was concerned for the plaintiff, and 
ofcourse after the settlement there came the usual disagree- 
able matter of the taxation and payment of costs. The at- 
torney’s bill contained various items of payments made by 
him, which were aow alleged to be false and fabricated. Fer 
instance, there were three banker's clerks said to have re- 
ceived a guinea each with their subpcenas, whereas it was 
sworn that they only received a shilling, So as to the fee 
for withdrawal of the record; the cause having been settled 
(it-was sworn) before it was entered. 
items stated to have been in the same position. Upon afli- 
dayits to this efféct the learned counsel now moved for a 
tule to strike the attorney off the rolls. 

The Count granted a rule nisi. 


{The following letter in relation to this case from the 
attorneys for Mr. Wilhelms, has appeared in the Times:— 


In re Wituetms.—In THE MATTER OF AN ATTORNEY. 

Your report under this heading contains an inaccuracy 
doubtless unintentional, but caloutated to convey a wrong 
impression in reference to our client, Mr. Wilhelms, in the 
actions brought ‘against him, to which your report alludes. 
As the attorneys of Mr. Wilhelms, we beg to state that he 
not compromised, nor does he intend to compromise, any 

of the actions brought against him upon the ground that he 


was a partner with Ellis & Co., in all which actions the | 


attorney against whom the rule was obtained yesterday is 


attorney for the different plaintiffs, The action brought by | 





There ‘were other | 


| hiin various sums at interest, without specifying any ation: 
‘cole as 





' money in the purchase of Westminster Imperial B re 
per £1,000 bond. These eciy out to be on ee t 


Grell & Co. against Mr. Wilhelms was settled long _pre- 
viously to the trial which took place at Croydon, and the 
taxation upon which the rule was granted was at the in- 
stance of Grell & Co. against their late attorney, in respect 
of the costs of that action. It is true that in one action 
tried at the last Croydon assizes a verdict was obtained 
against Mr. Wilhelms, but this very day, or at least as soon 
as counsel can be heard on the matter, a motion will be 
made to the Court of Queen’s Bench to obtain a new trial, 
the learned judge who tried the cause having stayed execu- 
tion to enable thisto be done. The insertion of this explana- 
tion will counteract any erroneous impression as to Mr. 


“Wilhelms’ conduct, and will much oblige, 


Sir, your obedient servants, 
Sprer & Son, Attorneys for Mr. Wilhelms. 
8, Broad-street-buildings, E.C., Nov 4.] 


The following remarks in reference to this case appear in 
the Times of yesterday :— 


“Tn this matter,in which Mr. Chambers, instructed by the 
attorneys of a Mr. Wilhelms, moved to strike an’ attorney 
off the rolls, for misconduct in the taxation of costs in an 
action against Mr. Wilhelms by Grells ard Co., for the 
price of goods supplied to two persons, Sanson and Ellis, on 
the ground of an alleged partnership with them, we stated 
that he had settled that action, and that it was one of several 
similar actions which had been brought against him, two of 
which stood for trial at the last assizes, in one of which a ver- 
dict passed against him. His attorneys have written to us 
to state that the action by Grells against him in which the 
alleged misconduct of the attorney occurred was not one of 
those at the late assizes, but it was settled by him some time 
before the assizes. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Erte, and Jus- 
tices W1LL1AMs, Bries, and Keartna.) 

Nov 3.—Jn re Alfred Leigh, an Attorney.—When this case, 
which appeared in the peremptory paper, was called on, none 
of the parties appeared. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron said that the affidavits in this case 
contained grave charges against an attorney, which ought to be 
answered, and if they were not, he ought to be punished. 
The Court would neither discharge the rule, nor strike out the 
case. Ifthe parties who brought forward the matter deserted 
their duty, the Court would not neglect its; but would either 
place it in the hands of the Attorney-General, or take some 
other steps for the purpose of the case being inquired into. 
The Court would not allow tho matter to be smothered by 
parties not appearing or taking any notice of it. 


Nov. 4. —— Mr. J. A. Russell appeared this morning in 
support of the rule in this case, and the rule was made abso- 
lute, unless the affidavits were answered before fourteen days. 


Nov. 4.—IJn the matter of William Savage Poole, an at- 
torney of the Court.—In this case Master Bennett eeded 
to read his report on the facts proved before him, and referred 
by the Court to him, on the application of Mr. John Howse, 
against Mr. William Savage Poole, an attorney of this Court. 
The Master reported that Mr Poole carried on business as an 
attorney at Kenilworth, having succeeded his father, with whom 
he was formerly in partnership, Mr. John Howse, a farmer in 
the neighbourhood, who appeared to be an uneducated man, 
who could only write his name, had employed Mr, Poole’s 
father, and subsequently Mr. Poole, to put out and invest for 


lar investment, but placing entire confidence in Mr. A 
his attorney. Among these sums was one of £1,000, which was 
advanced to withdraw a mortgage of a Mr. Snow on two houses, 
the mortgage being transferred to Mr. Howse and Mr. Poole’s 
father and a Mr. Patterson giving their promissory notes as 
additional security. Subsequently it was discovered that these 
houses were only worth £700, and at that price they were 
purchased by Mr. Poole, he conveying the property to imself 
and depositing the deeds and his own promiisory note as security 
for Mr. Howse’s £1,000. Afterwurds, on a representatioy 
that he wanted to inspect the deeds, he obtained possession o! 
them from Mr. Howse, sold the property, and in 


speculation and the sale of the houses were kept | 
flor Mr. Howse, who remained under the impression t 
had a mortgage security for his £1,000. ere were 


other transactions of « similar nature for amounts varying 











i 
: 
' 
i 


ee 


oT no 


ret i 3 ore 


ee 






8 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 7, 1863, © 











from £100 to £225, which Mr. Howse believed to be in- 
vested on his behalf on security, and for which sums interest 
was paid to him. Wishing to purchase a copyhold estate 
which was for sale, Mr. Howse required his money in 1862, 
and then, after various delay she discovered that his £J,000 
was lost in the way above described, and his other moneys 
had been invested in the purchase of a part of a Scotch estate 
by Mr. Poole, the title to which turned out to be worthless, 
and Mr. Poole became insolvent, Mr. Howse’s only security 
being Mr. Poole’s promissory notes, which he held for the 
amounts deposited with him. For this misconduct as an 
attorney a rule was obtained to strike him off the roll of 
attorneys. The matters alleged in the affidavits were referred 
to the master to report. The Master reported these facts 
and his conclusion on them, that Mr. Poole had been guilty 
of fraud and misconduct as an attorney. 

Mr. M. Smith, Q.C.., and Mr. Charles Pollock showed 
cause against the rule; Mr. Serjeant Shee and Mr. Garth 
appeared in support of it. 

In showing cause it was contended by the learned coun- 
sel that Mr. Poole had acted rather in the position of a 
banker and money scrivener than as an attorney for Mr. 
Howse; that Mr. Howse intrusted him with his money to 
invest for him as he best could, satisfied if he only got fair 
interest, and that when the money had been unfortunately 
lost it was hard to turn round on Mr. Poole and charge 
him with misconduct as an attorney. 

In support of the rule it was contended that it was no 
answer for an attorney to say, “I did wrong, but in this 
transaction it was not as an attorney, but as a dishonest 
or irregular banker, or as a dishonest or irregular scrivener, 
in appropriating the money of my client to my own ad- 
vantage.” He had been trusted as an attorney of this Court, 
and his whole conduct had been to endeavour to conceal 
the truth as to the disposition of his money from Mr. Howse, 
who, however illiterate, must be taken to be a shrewd and 
prudent man who had saved money. The learned counsel 
was here stopped by the Court. 

The Chief Justice said the Court were of opinion that 
the rule asked for on the affidavits should be made absolute. 
They had heard all that could be said on behalf of Mr. 
Poole, and they had come to the conclusion that Mr. Poole 
must be struck off the rolls. He had stood in the position of 
legal adviser of his client, and had been trusted to a great 
extent by his client as such legal adviser, and his client had 
placed full confidence in him. His course of conduct, which 
had been placed before the Court, showed that that confidence 
had been greatly abused. The Court felt it to be their duty, 
both to the client, and also for the protection of men of honour 
and integrity in the profession who did their duty by their 
clients, to say that an attorney was no longer worthy of 
having his name continued on the rolls, who had been guilty 
of such misconduct. 

Rule absolute to strike his name off the rolls. 





COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before Sir J. P. W1xDz.) 

Nov. 3.—This being the first day on which this court has 
met since the appointment of Mr. Baron Wilde in the place of 
the late Sir Cresswell Cresswell as Judge Ordinary of the 
Court of Probate and Matrimonial Causes, upon his lordship 
taking his seat the Chief Registrar read the letters patent con- 
ferring the appointment upon him. 

The Quzens ApvocaTE then addressed the Court as follows: 
My Lord, perhaps your lordship will permit me to make a few 
observations to the court before it procceds to its ordinary 
business. We miss to-day, for the first time since this court 
was constituted, the presence of the judge whose unceasing 
care and conscientious assiduity formed and shaped its prac- 
tice and procedure, so that it was enabled to discharge the 
functions for which it was created. It may possibly be known 
to your lordship, from the answer which Sir Cresswell Cress- 
well gave, upon his appointment to the office, to the congratu- 
lations addressed to him by my late predecessor, that that 
learned judge anticipated no protracted period of existence; 
but little did he and I also imagine, when sitting by his bed- 
side a few months ago, and at a time when he seemed to be 
recovering from the effects of his accident, that I should hear 
his voice and see his face for the last time in life. It seems 
to me, therefore, only respectful that, on this occasion, 
some public tribute should be paid to his memory in this the 


scene of his labours. Sir Cresswell Cresswell was possessed | now in course of winding-up, voluntarily, and the shares ait 
of a profound knowledge of the common law of this country | utterly worthless. x 








during the time he sat in this court, he thoroughly mastered 
the principles and practice of a jurisdiction which he had 
beforehand not been in the least acquainted with. My lord, 
notwithstanding his natural endowments and acquired ac. 
complishments, the task which he had undertaken was 
an extremely arduous one; for the first time the experiment 
was to be made of submitting grave and most important 
questions affecting the nearest and dearest interests of society, 
to the calm consideration of a single judge; and by univer. 
sal consent that experiment was made by Sir Cresswell 
Cresswell as successfully as perhaps the nature of the sub. 
ject would permit. My lord, I hope it will not be said, 
that in these few words of cordial tribute to his memo 
munere fungar inani ; for I think the examples which hayg 
been set by Sir Cresswell Cresswell are of the greatest ad. 
vantage to the country, and that the memory of such men 
may truly be said to “blossom in the dust.” My lord, I 
have now arrived at a more pleasant task, which is to offer 
to your lordship my sincere congratulations on your acces. 
sion to this high office, and to express my perfect confi- 
dence, that from the well-known abilities, learning, and ac- 
complishments of your lordship, there will be a wise, firm, 
and admiiable administration of justice in this court, over 
which the wisdom of her Majesty has called your lordship 
to preside. 

Sir James Witpe: Mr. Queen's Advocate—I should have 
been extremely sorry if this day had passed away without 
any allusion being made to the great loss which the Court 
has sustained. Meeting as we do now for the first time 
since the decease of the late lamented judge, and on the 
scene ef his labours in this theatre of his brilliant career, 
it is most fit and most agreeable that we should pay a 

rsonal tribute to his memory; and perhaps of all her Ma- 
Jesty’s subjects his successor is the man who has most to 
thank him for, Allusion has been made to the great mass 
of business, unexpected at first, which has developed itself 
in this court; but what would it not have been, except for 
the orders and regulations of practice that have been 
made from time to time—the roads that have been made, and 
the landmarks that have been laid down? For my own part 
I feel that I owe my predecessor a deep debt of gratitude, 
for, coming here a new settler in such a country, my work 
has been made much more easy than it would otherwise have 
been. Indeed, notwithstanding the mass of business which 
presses upon the court, I feel satisfied that it may be dealt 
with if only I have the assistance of the bar. I say if I have 
your help, for all depends upon that; and this induces me to 
say a few words upon what is perhaps a less agreeable topic— 
the kind expressions which you have been pleased to use in 
regard to myself. It is the good opinion of the bar that the 
judge must always seek first. The connection in this country 
between the bench and the bar is a most intimate and peculiar one, 
It is not too much to say that it is ourselves to whom we must 
look as to whether there is anything to commend or to find 
fault with. It is therefore the good opinion of the bar that a 
judge would most desire to have. The suitors of the court or 
the general public may form a false estimate, whether for cen- 
sure or for praise. It is amongst ourselves that we are best 
understood and are the best known. At the same time, I am 
afraid I must attribute your kind words only to the friend 
feeling which exists between the bench and the bar, and whi 
is fostered and maintained by mutual good offices, by courtesy 
and forbearance one to another. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN.) 

October 30.—In re Charles Robertson—The bankrupt was 
a solicitor, carrying on business at Crosby-hall Chambers, 
Bishopsgate-street, Within, and this was a meeting for exami- 
nation and discharge. : 

Mr. Dowse supported, and Mr. Besley appeared for aa 
opposing creditor. 

The bankrupt’s debts are not of large amount. He states 
his difficulties to have arisen thus: Mr. Thomas Fuller, of 26 
Change-alley, Cornhill, a creditor for £118, induced him to 


eynsham Blue Lias Lime and Cement Company, Limi 
for £250, upon an undertaking that the shares were worth 
they represented, and that he would sell the same when require 
but upon being so required, he did not sell. The company 











—an industry so conscientious and so indefatigable that, 


pee twenty-five shares of £10 each, fully paid up, in the 
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It now appeared that the bankrupt had not filed any 
accounts, and, after hearing the learned counsel on both sides, 
His Honour adjourned the meeting sine die, with liberty to 
apply when prepared; protectioa for six weeks, not to be 
renewed, unless by a special application to the Court. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.) 

November 4.—Jn re Richard Chapman King.—This was a 
meeting for examination and discharge, under the bankruptcy 
of Mr, Richard King, solicitor, formerly of Great Coram- 
street, Russell -square, afterwards a prisoner for debt in White- 
cross-street. 


The bankrnpt’s accounts disclose the following items:— 


Creditors unsecured £1,458; ditto secured £1,360; ditto to be 
paid in full £15; debtors’ good £404; doubtful £92; bad 
£676; property in the handsof creditors £213, 

An adjournment of the meeting was ordered, pending an 
intended arrangement with the creditors. 


—.— Wright v. ——, M.P,.—This was a judgment debtor 
summons, issued under the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861. The plaintiff in the action was Mr. Herbert Wright, 
solicitor, of Birmingham, and the defendant (the rules of the 
Court preclude us from mentioning his name) is a member of 
the House of Commons. 

Mr. Wright, the plaintiff, appeared in person. 

Mr. Chidley, for the defendant, took a preliminary objection, 
on the ground that his client, being a Member of Parliament, 
and having the privilege of Parliament, was not a person 
against whom a writ. of capias ad satisfaciendum could pro- 

ly issue, so as to entitle the plaiatiff to proceed under the 
judgment-debtor clauses of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. Re- 
ferring to Cassidy v. Steuart,2 Scott's New Rep., he contended 
that the present summons must fail. - 

Mr. Wright submitted that, before any objection could be 
made to the summons, it was the duty of the defendant per- 
sonally to appear. 

Mr. Commissioner HoLroyp.—I do not think it is; the ob- 
jection is, that you have no right to bring the defendant here 
atall, Ihave already decided that a judgment-debtor sum- 
mons cannot properly issue against a Member of Parliament; 
the objection is fatal. 

Mr. Chidley asked for costs. 

“ Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.—Yes; the practice of the 
Court is, I think, so well settled, that I must give the defen- 
dant his costs, 

Summons dismissed with costs. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 
(Before the Asststant-J UDGE.) 

Nov. 3.—The case of Mr. George, solicitor, was again 
ae t before the Court on the renewed application ot Mr. 
Sleigh, that the depositions of the prosecutrix might be laid 
before the Grand Jury; but the assistant-judge declined to 
interfere, and ordered the recognizances to be enlarged to the 
next sessions, 

CLERKENWELL, 

Oct. 31.—Mr. Francis Plaw, vestry clerk of the parish of 
St. Pancras, appeared on a summons, charged with refusing to 
permit a Mr. Edwards to examine and take an extract from a 
rate-book of the parish of St. Pancras. 

Mr. Wakeling, who attended to support the complaint, stated 
that these proceedings were taken under sect. 61 of the Metro- 
politan Local Management Act, which states that all books are 
to be open to the inspection of ratepayers at a reasonable time 
and after a reasonable request, and that extracts may be made 
free of expense. His client, went to the Vestry-hall on the 8th 
ult., and represented that he was a ratepayer and asked to be 
shown the rate-books. He saw Mr. Plaw, who refused to allow 
him to see the books unless he gave a reason. Mr, Edwards 
refused to give a reason, and hence the present proceedings. 
it was contended on his behalf that he was not bound to givea 
reason, for all that the section of the Act of Parliament said 
was that the books should be open to every ratepayer. He did 
not ask that a penalty might be inflicted; all that he wanted 
was his worship’s decision as to whether the vestry clerk nad 
8 right or not to ask for a reason before he shewed the books. 
He contended that the books belonged to the parishioners, and 
that every parishiouer had a right to see them. - It was now 
stated that Mr. Edwards wanted to see the rate-book for the 
purpose of ascertaining a man’s address, 

Mr. Plaw said that he refused the application because the 
books were not wanted to be inspected for parochial purposes. 

Mr. D’Exxcourr said the complainant had stated very fairly 
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for what purpose he wanted to see the rate-books, and he was 
of opinion that he had no right to see them for that purpose. 
He did not think that it was ever intended that the rate-books 
should be made a directory for every lawyer’s clerk to thumb 
over, for the purpose of ascertaining where a man resided, so 
that he could be served with a writ. These books were to be 
kept in a perfect state; and, if they were to be turned over by 
every one who chose to look at them, they would soon be torr 
and obliterated. For the purpose of ascertaining the assess 
ment, or for other parish purposes, the books would have beer 
shown. There was some difficulty in the matter, but, taking 
all the facts into consideration, he must dismiss the summons 

- Mr. Wakeling asked the magistrate if he would state a casc 
for the consideration of the Court of Queen’s Bench. 

Mr. D’Eyrncoourt said he would do so. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. Dantet’s PAMPHLET. 
To the Editor of the Soxicrrors’ Jourwat. 

Sir,—We forward to you herewith a copy of a letter written 
to us by Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, Q.C., on the subject of certain 
passages contained in Mr, Daniel’s pamphlet on “ The present 
system of law reporting, its evils, and a remedy sugente, by 
W. T.S. Daniel, Q.C.” We also send you a copy of our reply 
to Mr. Daniel’s letter. 

As the passages in Mr. Daniel’s pamphlet, which are referred 
to in his letter to us (which passages are now withdrawn by 
Mr. Daniel from his pamphlet), reflected seriously upon our 
characters as former editors of the Weekly Reporter, we 
trust that you will be good enough to insert the letters, of which 
we enclose you copies, in an early number of the Solicitors’ 
Journal. We remain yours obediently, 

Heyry Fox BRIstowe. 
AnpREw EpGar 
22, Old Buildings, Lincoln’s-i:un, Nov. 5, 1863. 


10, Old Buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, Noy, 4, 1863. 

To H, F. Bristowe, Esq., and Andrew Edgar, Esq. 

Dear Sirs,—Allow me to thank both of you for pointing out 
to me the objectionable passages in my letter to Sir Roundell 
Palmer, reflecting with severity upon what I considered to be 
the too commercial spirit of the preface to the first volume of 
the Weekly Reporter. I need not assure you that nothing 
was further from my intention than to impute or suggest as 

ainst either of yourselves individually anything contravening 
the high honour and perfect truthfulness of a barrister. I was 
misled, by the tone and language of the preface, to the con- 
clusion that the merits of novelty, expedition, and cheapness 
thereby claimed, were intended to be set up by way of com- 
parison with the old, or authorised reports only, and that there 
Was & suppressio veri as regards the modern, cheaper, and more 
expeditious reports. I am perfectly satisfied, from the per- 
sonal explanation I have received, especially from Mr. Bristowe, 
and upon further reflection, that I was mistaken, and that the 
language I used was, though unintentional, not fair or just 
towards yourselves, and I regret very much that I was misled 
into the use of it. You are at full liberty to make whatever 
use you think proper of this letter, and I will take care that 
pages 29 and 30 are taken out ot the copies I now haye on 

and; and that from the p es commencing “In the pre- 
face’’ in the 8th line of the 28 


page, the whole of that page 
shall be struck through, and that the first two lines at the top 
of page 31 shall be also struck through. 
rusting that this acknowledgment of my unintentional in- 
justice towards you will be satisfactory, 
I remain, dear Sirs, yours faithfully, 
W. T. 5S, Dastet. 


22, Old Buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 5, 1863, 

Dear Sir,—We beg to acknowledge your kind and courteous 
letter of yesterday's date 

That letter is entirely satisfactory to us, and we thank you 
for the prompt and satisfactory manner in which you have 
met our objections to the passages iu your pamphlet, to which 
we felt bound to call your attention. 

Having regard to the passage contained in your letter to the 
effect that we were at liberty to make what use we b 
proper of it, we have forwarded copies of your letter, _of 
this our answer to it, to the editors of the tay Magazine, 
Jurist, and Solicitors’ Journal for publication. We also intend 
to have a few copies of the correspondence which has. passed 
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between us printed for circulation among members of the Bar. 
We remain, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 
Henry Fox Brisrowe. 
Anprew Epegar. 
To W. T. S. Daniel, Esq., Q.C., &c. 





PRIZEMEN OF THE Law INstITUTION. 

May I request you to insert the enclosed copy of a memorial 
upon a subject which interests so many of your readers, The 
original is at my office, where I shall be glad to receive the 
signatures of as many old prizemen and certificate-holders as 
can make it convenient to call, After the London signatures 
have been procured, I shall be happy to forward the memorial 
to country men, if they will communicate with me. 

8, Furnival's-inn, E.C. Nov. 2,1863. Watrer Wess. 


The following is the memorial referred to:— 

“To the president, vice-president, and members of the 
Council of the Law Society of the United Kingdom. 

“Memorial of the undersigned attorneys and solicitors, to 
whom at their fina) examination for admission on the Rolls, 
prizes or certificates of merit were awarded. 

“Your memorialists desire to direct the attention of the 
Council to the present mode of distributing the prizes and cer- 
tificates of merit, awarded to candidates passing their final 
examination with distinction, and to suggest an alteration 
which, in their opinion, might with advantage be made therein. 
As'the Council is aware, at present the prizes are forwarded 
by the society's secretary, to those to whom they have respec- 
tively been awarded by parcels delivery if the candidate resides 
in the metropolis, and by railway if resident in the provinces. 
Your memorialists submit that this system should be hence- 
forth discontinued, and in lieu thereof that a day should be 
annually appointed in the month cf July for the public distri- 
bution, in the society’s hall, of the prizes and certificates 
awarded at the examinations of the four terms of the legal year 
then nearly ended. Your memorialists, moreover, consider 
that further facilities should be afforded for recording and 
giving publicity to the names of those solicitors who have ob- 
tained honours at their examination; that the fact should be 
printed in the text of the Law List as one of the qualifications 
of the solicitor whose name it follows, as is the case with 
students of the Inns of Court, who have obtained honourable 
mention at their examination. 

“In making the foregoing suggestions, and advocating the 
alterations, your old prizemen and certificate-holders, who can 
derive no personal benefit by the change, are solely actuated 
by a desire to remove what they consider to be a reproach upon 
their branch of the profession of the law, and to assimilate the 
mode of distribution of future prizes and certificates to that 
adopted at most other public institutions, and thereby to ele- 
vate the dignity and enhance the value of your honorary dis- 
tinctions.” 





THe Fisuery Laws. 


I ask leave to say a few words in your journal as to the 
fishery laws, The observations lately made by you on Mr. 
Oke’s book on this subject are, I think, valuable. It is most 
assuredly of essential importance that what are called ‘“‘ handy- 
books ” should be carefully and correctly compiled. Books of 
this class, however, chiefly depend upon the author’s power of 
condensation, a power which few men possess. No doubt Mr. 
Oke is entitled to much praise in this respect. 

The fishery laws are, comparatively speaking, little known. 
But few lawyers, as I believe I may say, could advise off-hand 
on pes serious question as to the breach of these laws. What 
we call the piscaria ad priviligium piscandi is, when looked at 
judicially, very different to the popular notions on this 
subject. A few remarks may familiarise this subject, and,-at 
least, set some students at work to get at the rules which 
govern this department of the Jaw. We recollect the three 
classes of rights—i.e., free fishery, several fishery, and 
commonfof piscary. No doubt these designations convey but 
indefinite ideas to a student’s mind, and such as are not easily 
comprehended. This, however, is one of the infirmities of 
technical descriptions, and we must patiently bear with it. 

It is, it seems, an ordinary right or privilege to take fish upon 
the sea-shore between high and low water mark. But even this 
right may, on some occasions, be abridged by the existence of an 
exclusive right in another person. The case which decides this is, 
I believe, well known. Ineed hardly advert to the difficult ques- 
tions which sometimes arise, though not so frequently as formerly, 
in cases of iptive rights, Some of your country readers 


could readily, Ijhave no doubt, bear me out in this state- 





ment, but proof is scarcely needful. As respects the question 
of right in subjacent soil, as in the case of a “several fishery,” 
this right is generally, I believe, presumed by the Court, as it 
would seem in principle it ought to be. It is doubtful whether 
a fishery of this description can be claimed by a person not the 
owner of adjacent soil, or claiming under such owner. As re- 
spects this branch of law in its criminal aspects, I need scarcely 
say that nice questions of real property law occasionally arise, 
It is a great advantage to have any book giving the statutes 
and cases on such a subject as this, A check, however, to the 
carelessness of some recent handy-books is, I think, clearly 
and unmistakably necessary. 


3, Compton-street, Oct. 31. J. CULVERHOUSE, 





Tue Common Law Courts. 


As it appears that the cases undetermined. in Banco in the, 


Queen’s Bench are but fifty, would it not be advisable that one 
of the judges should try special jury cases in term? I see it 
is stated that the remanets are so numerous that a case most 
materially affecting a solicitor cannot be tried until February, 
and one knows how long another, of a somewhat similar 
description, has been deferred. Of course, we shall be told 
that the leaders could not attend, but nearly all are as much 
engaged in common as in special jury cases, and why do they 
not confine themselves to a particular Court? Z. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. T, Evans, of Hereford, has been appointed registrar of 
the district registry attached to the Court of Probate at Here- 
ford, vice Mr. Lane, deceased. 











PROVINCES. 


BirmMincHaM.—The annual meeting of the Birmingham 
Law Society was held in this town on Saturday last,—Mr. T. 
Sir James, Vice President, in the chair—for the purpose of 
“auditing the accounts and settling the annual report.” There 
were present, besides the Chairman, Messrs. W. S, Allen, C. 
T. Saunders, G. J. Johnson, J. Rawlins, C. E. Mathews, Edward 
Sargant, G. Page, G. F. James, and J. Richards. It appeared 
from the Treasurer’s account that the balance remaining to 
the credit of the Society at the close of the year last past was 
£173 16s. 9d., being £17 16s. 4d. more than the balance at the 
annual meeting of 1862.—They had a tolerably good set of 
reports; but 160 or 170 volumes were required to make the 
library complete. The library was so very nearly complete 
that it was a shame to leave it incomplete for the sake of £30 
or £35. They were chiefly old reports that were wanted.— 
The Secretary read the annual report, from which we make 
the following extracts:— 

“The society consists of seventy-four members, being an in- 
crease of three as compared with the number of members at 
the annual meeting in 1862. Your committee regret that 
during the past year the society has lost by death an old and 
respected member, Mr. Edward Bowen. Four gentlemen have 
been elected members during the year, namely, Messrs. S, 
Balden, jun., W. S. Bartlett, G. F. James, and John Webb. 
There are six subscribers to the library, being the same 
number as at the annuul meeting in 1862. The society has a 
balance at its bankers of £173 16s, 9d., being an increase of 
£17 17s, 4d. over last year’s balance. The subscriptions in 
arrear amount to £8 8s., of which £2 2s. has been received 
since the treasurer's account was balanced. The society's debts 
amount to about £12. During the past year four preliminary 
examinations of gentlemen intending to become articled clerks 
have been conducted in this town—viz., in the months of 
February, May, July, and October. At these examinations 
there were respectively eleven, five, three, and four candidates. 
The local examiners were your president and Mr. C. T. Saunders 
in every instance, except the last, when (your president 
being absent from Birmingham) they were Mr. Arthur Ryland, 
and Mr. C. I’. Saunders. These three gentleman acted 
gratuitously. Some correspondence took place in March last 
between the Liverpool Law Society and your secretary as to 
whether it was the practice in this town for one of the Per- 
petual Commissioners under the Act for abolishing fines and 
recoveries to join in the necessary affidavit, and, if so, as to 
whether it was the practice for the commissioner to receive 
any, and what additional fee for so doing. Your committee 
regret to find that there is no established rule of practice on 
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either point; but they think that, where a commissioner does 
join in the affidavit, he is fairly entitled to a fee of 6s. 8d. 
beyond the ordinary fee of 13s. 4d. In June last the attention 
of your Committee was called by the Incorporated Law 
Society to the rule against the appointment as a magis. 
trate of any solicitor whose name is on the rolls, when 
the following resolution was passed, viz.:—That, in ‘the 
opinion of this meeting, no sufficient reason has been 
given for the establishment of the rule in question, and 
that it casts an unmerited slur upon the character of the pro- 
fession.” A copy of the resolution was sent to the Incorporated 
Law Society, together with replies to certain enquiries bearing 
on the point made by them. It was understood that that 
society was to make a communication on the subject to the 
Lord Chancellor, which, however, it was expected would not 
result in any change in therule. Your Committee have not 
been informed whether that communication has been made. 
During the last session of Parliament, two bills were succes- 
sively introduced into the House of Commons for prohibiting, 
except under certain restrictions, the issue of writs in the 
superior ccurts for amounts under £20. Petitions against one 
or other of those bills signed by your president on behalf 
of this society, and from bankers, merchants, and manufac- 
turers of this town (to which numerous signatures were 
obtained), and from the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, 
were presented. The first of those bills was withdrawn, and 
the same course was ultimately taken as to a modified bill 
on the same subject, and open to equal objection, after- 
wards introduced. Petitions signed by your president 
on behalf of this society, have during the last session 
of Parliament been presented in favour of the “Bill 
to amend the Laws relating to future Judgments, Statutes, 
and Recognizances,” and of the Costs’ Security Bill. 
In our petition relating to the former of those two bills, 
the more serious objections to the existing law as to judgments, 
were particularly stated. Your committee regret that the 
opportunity afforded by the introduction of that bill of amend- 
ing, simplifying, and consolidating the law as to judgments, 
and which is now in so very complicated and unsatisfactory a 
state, was not taken advantage of. At the recent meeting at 
Leicester of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 
your society was represented by Mr. John Rawlins and Pro- 
fessor Johnson. Your President and Mr. Arthur Ryland were 
also appointed on the deputation, but they were unable to at- 
tend. In addition to keeping up the ordinary series of reports, 
an unusually large number of treatises and text-books, has, 
during the past year, been purchased for the society.” 

Mr. RAWLINS moved, with reference to that part of the re- 
port relating to the fees to be paid to commissioners for taking 
the acknowledgments of married women, that it be in future 
considered the recognised practice of the society that a com- 
missioner who joins in the affidavit be entitled to an extra fee 
of 6s. 8d. He said the prescribed fee for taking the acknow- 
ledgment was only 13s. 4d., and it was unfair that anything 
extra should be required of the commissioner for so small a fee. 
He therefore thought that an additional fee of 6s, 8d. should be 
charged whenever the commissioner joined in the affidavit. 

The following are the officers for the ensuing year :—President, 
Mr. J. W. Whateley ; vice-president, Mr. T, S, James; honorary 
secretary, Mr. Edward Sargant; Committee—Messrs, W. 5. 
Allen, B. Cheshire, William Evans, W. 8. Harding, G. J. John- 
son, John Rawlins, Arthur Ryland, C, T. Saunders, Thomas 
Simcox, and G, P. Wragge. A vote of thanks was passed to 
the secretary for his services during the’ past year, and the 
meeting then separated. 


NorTHALLERTON.—The following letter has been received 
from the Home Office by the clerk to the magistrates at 
Northallerton, on the subject of the supposed repeal of the statute 
21 Jaa. 1, c. 7.—* Whitehall, 9th October, 1863. Sir—I am 
directed by Secretary Sir George Grey to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter on the 7th inst.; and to acquaint you for 
the information of the magistrates of the division of Allerton- 
shire, that the section of the statute of the 21 Jas. 1, o. 7, 
which imposes a penalty for drunkenness, is not repealed by 
the Act of last session (26 & 27 Vict. c, 125).—lI am, Sir, 
your obedient servant, H. A. Bruce—Mr. W. J. Jefferson, 
Clerk to the Magistrates, Northallerton.” 





IRELAND. 


On Monday the Courts of Law and Equity were opened 
by the Lord Chancellor and the Judges with the usual formal- 





ities. It was expected that there would be some ceremonial 
connected with the uncovering of the statue of Lord Plunket, 
in the Hall of the Four Courts, but there was nothing of the 
kind. The statue, which is of white marbie, represents the 
reatest Irish statesman and orator of his time, not robed as 
rd Chancellor, but as a speaker in the act of addressing the’ - 
House of Commons, with a dress coat eut after the modern 
fashion, This, with the closely fitting knee-breeches, gives 
the statue a bare appearance. The features, too, are rather 
disappointing, for they do not convey the impression of intel-’ 
lectual power and force of character by which Plunket was 
pre-eminently distinguished. His tamily consider the likeness 
very good, and as a work of art the statue is much admired, 
The inscription on the pedestal is simple, if not bold— 
“Plunket. Erected by the Bar of Ireland.” 
The only other celebrity of the Bar thus commemorated in 
the Hall.of the Four Courts is Sir Michael O’Loghlin, whose 
statue is placed nearly opposite that of Lord Plunket. 


The claims of the Provost, Fellows, and Scholars, of 
Trinity College, Dublin, to be placed on the bur- 
gess roll of the city, have been rejected. ‘The case has 
been heard before the Lord Mayor and his 
The claimants had never been rated for the relief of the 
poor, and the question to be decided was whether or not 
they were liable to be rated. The Court decided that 
tke occupation was the occupation of the College Corpora- 
tion, and not of individuals; that the premises in ques- 
tion were not houses, warehouses, counting - houses, or 
shops, within the meaning of the Act; that they had not 
been rated, nor bond fide called upon to pay individually; 
and that it was impossible for the Court to assign any 
specific rating to the rooms occupied by individuals. 


Ata recent meeting of the Benchers, Joshua Clarke, Esq., 
Q.C., Chairman of the County Cavan, was appointed a member 
of that body, in the room of Theophilus Jones, Esq., resigned. 
Mr. Clarke, whose appointment has met with general approval, 
is one of the leading members of the Munster Circuit, and holds 
a position at the Bar which fully entitled him to the honour 
which has been conferred upon him. 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


CALCUTTA. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, 


The draught of an Act which promises to effect a most 
healthy and extensive reform in the administration.of justice in 
India, while it goes far to supply the greatly felt want of a fair 
law to prevent fraudulent breaches of contract, has recently 
been published. The Bill is most creditable to the Hon. Henry 
S. Maine, who, our readers will remember, was formerly of the 
English Bar, and reader on Civil Law to the Inns of Court, and 
will, no doubt, be accepted by all parties as the best compromise 
which the English authorities, ignorant of the universal and in- 
grained fraud of races deteriorated by centuries of idolatry, 
will not veto. All difficulties as to the proper functions of the 
civil and criminal courts; all complaints as to the distance of 
the courts from each other, the delay in giving a decision, the 
ruinous facility of appeal on account of the inferior qualification 
of the lower judges,and the general impossibility of punishing 
in any way men who will not work without cash advances, and 
take such advances intending to deceive, it is proposed to meet 
in the following way :—Eighty per cent. of all the litigation in 
India is for sums under £50, which is the limit of the jurisdie- 
tion of the twenty-seven Small Cause Courts in Bengal, the 
three in the North-Western Provinces, and the seven or eight 
in the Punjab. To “improve the administration of civil justice 
in respect of suits of small value,” asthe Bill is entitled, each 
local government is to have power to establish courts, or groups 
of courts, wherever they may be necessary, under judges, from 
whose decisions no appeal will lie, unless with their con- 
sent, on points of law to the High Courts, The jurisdiction 
will be up to £50, and in some cases to £100. In towns each 
court will probably require a judge to itself, but in rural dis- 
tricts, where contracts for the delivery of agricultural produce 
are numerous. but scattered, one judge may go circuit among @ 
group of courts. Tosecure speed each court will have an officer 
called “ Registrar,” who may be the clerk of the court also, 
He will virtually be the machinery of the court, will receive 
or reject plaints, subject to a reference when necessary to the 
judge, will prepare the file of cases for decision, will execute 
decrees, and when fit will be invested with power to decide 
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by an extension to all India of what is virtually tho present 
Small Cause Ceurt system improved, provision will be made 
for the speedy and satisfactory decision of all petty litigation. 
This is not the only advantage of the measure, for it specially 
. provides for breach of contract. The Court may entertain suits 
to enforce specific performance of contracts when the damages 
do not exceed its jurisdiction of £50 or £100. A suit for 
specific performance may be instituted whether the contract 
shall have been partially performed or not, and the defendant 
may be ordered to perform any one or more of a number of 
successive acts, or the whole, while the Court may impose 
“ such terms (if any) upon the plaintiff as shall seem to be just.” 
If the Court is satisfied that the plaintiff will be materially in- 
jured by delay, it may order specific performance of the whole 
or a part of the contract ex parte, and if the order in that case 
is not immediately complied with the defendant may be 
punished by imprisonment or attachment of his property, or by 
both, but the imprisonment will be regulated by the code of 
civil procedure—that is, it will be of the nature of a debtor's 
imprisonment, But still further, to make quite sure that the 
defendant shall not in any way be oppressed, the Court may 
punish a plaintiff who brings such a suit on insufficient grounds, 
by according to the defendant compensation to the amount of 
its own jurisdiction. 

Even the most violent and ignorant partisan on either side 
of the contract controversy will admit that this is a fair attempt 
to meeta serious difficulty, and is worthy of atrial. From the 
experience of the working of the Bengal Small Cause Courts, 
which are stated to be the worst, because the judges have other 
duties besides those proper to the court, it is believed the present 
plan will work admirably i/—and that is the difficulty— 
reliable judges can be procured in sufficient numbers. Mr. 
Maine honestly confesses this, declaring that the difficulty of 
finding such judicial officers in India, without taking away an 
undue number of qualified persons from other not less impor- 
tant duties, is no doubt the chief obstacle to the system pro- 
vided by the Bill; and it is, therefore, probable that this 
system can only be introduced gradually. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Paris, November 2, 1863. 
To the Editor of the Soticirors’ JouRNAL. 

There has been frequent talk of transplanting to England, 
the office of public prosecutor, or, to speak more correctly and 
comprehensively, that of public minister, according to the 
French term. Of the working of none of their multiform, and, 
in many instances, very well contrived institutions, are the 
French more proud and satisfied. It has the best possible 
recommendation, the approval of centuries, in its favour 
Not during one alone of the various political formations which 
have overlaid each other in France has it flourished and been 

No, it was found to thrive equally well during 
the stormy feudal period in the various stages of the monar- 
chical development, under the oppressive atmosphere of des- 
potic royalty, through the all destroying convulsions of the re- 
volution, and when the more temperate influences of a constitu- 
tional government had arisen after the setting of the imperial 
meteor. Under each it was moditied to a certain extent in its 
outward semblance, yet always keeping its distinct organic 
essentials. Preserved no doubt partly by its adaptability to 
the peculiarity of each climate through which it had to live, 
but also by the intrinsic vigour belonging to it, and from its 
being planted on sound and solid ground, viz., real utility. 
The ministére public has from its very first appearance in 
an adult form in French legal history had two very distinct 
functions, one concerning the prosecution of offenders, the 
other the watching the proceedings of the courts in suits 
between parties, and we now find that office still in the enjoy- 
ment of the same. It is filled by a numerous staff of officials 
of various grades. Each court has its set (if I may 80 express 
myself) of members of the ministére public of a class corres- 
ponding to that of the Court. 

To begin by the apex of the pyramid, the Court of Cassa- 
tion, whose duty is to quash the decisions of all such courts of 
law as are submitted to it when contrary in form or substance 
to the rules of the law. That court has a procureur, or At- 
torney-General, with several substitutes by the name of Avocats 
Generaux (Advocates General) under his authority. He 
brings personally, or through his substitutes, under the notice of 














of justice may call upon him to assail for the purpose of getting 
them quashed in the interest of the law (dans U'interet de la loi). 
And in all motions of the same description, introduced by the 
parties in their own interest, he carefully watches the pro- 
ceedings, and gives his opinion on the questions of law raised; 
so that the voice of the parties may not alone be heard. Thus, 
in the Court of Cassation, the public minister is sometimes a 
party, sometimes a looker-on, according as he introduces a 
pourvoi en cassation on his own account, as representative of 
the law and public interest, to vindicate the principles of the 
law where they have suffered a breach of a nature to call for 
his interference, or watches the proceedings of a “ pourroi” 
brought in by the parties to prevent the aspirations of private 
interest trom warping and distorting legal rules. The same 
twofold functions belong to all the grades of the ministére 
public —with the difference that the Court of Cassation being 
purely acourt of /aw, the functionaries belonging to the same 
have nothing to do with facts. 

Below the Court of Cassation, with very different functions, 
we have the Imperial Courts, and the Tribunals of First Instance. 
Ido not mention here the tribunals of commerce, which are not 
provided with a “ ministére public,” though more in need, per- 
haps, of such a monitor than any other court. 

The Tribunals of First Instance are the courts of the 
first degree. ‘They have fulness of jurisdiction over all cases 
which the law has not taken away from them. There are 
several in each department. They are divided into sections, 
one of which sits as the Court of Correctional Police for the 
punishment of misdemeanours. Each tribunal is provided 
with a parquet, or staff of officers of the public ministry, at 
the head of which is the ‘‘ Procureur Imperial,’ or imperial 
attorney. Under him are several substitutes, Their 
duties are far from limited to criminal prosecutions. ‘They 
have other and very highly important duties to per- 
form in civil cases. In each of the civil sections of the 
court sits one of the members of the Parquet, whose duty 
is to watch the proceedings of the Court, take note of any 
offence that may be brought to light thereby, and give his 
opinion on all questions which he may think have not been 
sufficiently elueidated, or are of any public interest. In all 
private suits he may thus give his opinion, which is by no 
means binding upon the judges, but is respectfully listened to, 
as that of a disinterested and highly competent adviser, and 
may be a most valuable auxiliary where the rightful cause has 
been feebly defended, or is likely not to be properly appreciated 
by the judges. But in some suits the ministére public is bound 
to interfere; those are such as the law calls “ communicable,” 
because the parties are bound to communicate to him before- 
hand the evidence and papers in thecause, The object of such 
communication is to give the officer in question the oppor- 
tunity of looking as fully into the merits of the case as the ad- 
vocates, that he may be entirely possessed of the same, and 
prevent the intent of the law from being frustrated by any 
laches or collusion from the parties. This is believed to be a 
highly beneficial function of the ministére public. He becomes 
thus, the active and influential protector of all such whose 
natural helplessness make them a more easy prey to injustice 
or fraud. Essentially communicable causes are such as con: 
cern the State, minors, and lunatics, applications to the Court 
to authorise married women to do certain acts of a possibly 
noxious kind, which their husbands have refused to allow them 
todo. ‘There are to be communicated also to the minis(ére, cer- 
tain suits, where the parties, by combining together, might bring 
about consequences which are considered as contrary to public 
policy, such as actions for a separation d mensa et thoro (or of 
the body as it is termed), which separation the law will not 
allow to take place by mutual consent,—a provision which is, 
however, often frustrated. 

In the Imperial Court, to which appeals go from the decisions 
of the Tribunal of First Instance, there is likewise a parquet 
headed by a procureur, or Attorney-General, and composed of 
advocates-general and substitutes. Their duties in civil cases 
are the same, mutatis mutandis, as those of the court below. 
The Procureur-General is the head of all the parguets of 
the tribunals within the jurisdiction of the court to which he 
belongs, and governs them. 

The functions af the ministére public are ot another nature, 
and far more indispensable, in criminal matters. ‘There he 
does not appear merely as a looker-on, or as the chorus of a 
Greek tragedy; he is a dramatis persona of the first import- 
ance. He isthe prosecutor, and the only prosecutor, in the 
interest of the public. The aggrieved party is not excluded 
from joining in the prosecution, but he represents only his own 
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private interest, sues only for damages, and his proceedings 
have no influence whatever upon the fate of the State prosecu- 
tion. He may give up his suit at any stage of the proceed- 
ings (saving the question of costs and damages), but his doing 
so does not in any way stop the course of the prosecution. 
To begin the prosecution is the duty of the parquets as soon 
as from any source they get the information that a penal 
offence has been committed. They cite the witnesses and 
parties before the tribunal of ‘police correctionelle. If the 
act be a misdemeanour in such simple circumstances that 
no preparation be necessary for the judgment of the case, 
they bring up the parties and witnesses before the juge 
dinstructions, should the nature of the case be more 
serious or more complicated. It is at their suit that 
the juge dinstructions reports upon the case, and decides 
whether the facts be innocent, or if not, whether they bear the 
character of a misdemeanour to be judged by the police correc- 
tionnelle, or the graver character of a felony. In the latter 
case the evidence is forwarded to the Chamber of Accusation 
of the Imperial Court, within the jurisdiction of which is 
situated the tribunal in which the prosecution has been begun. 
Then the parquet of the Imperial Court takes the matter up, 
presses for a decision on the part of the Chamber of Accusa 

tion; and should that chamber find a true bill against the 
accused, the parquet of the Imperial Court likewise brings up 
the party and witnesses before the Court of Assizes, conducts 
the case for the prosecution, and pleads, through one of its 
members, against the prisoner or not, according as the guilt of 
the latter appears clear or not. Thus the prosecution of offences 
is in the hands of an always present, always watchful, body, 
which takes its orders from the Procureur-General in each 
Imperial Court, and secures as much as possible, notwith- 
standing the silence or the want of means of the aggrieved 
parties, the punishment of offenders; and of the operation of 
this system in its principal features, everybody seems satisfied. 

ALGERNON JONEs. 
Advocate in the Imperial Court of Paris. 





Breacu or Contract. 

The Tribunal of Commerce of the Seine recently gave judg- 
ment in an action brought by Messrs. Jackson, Fell, & Josling, 
English engineers, against the Roman Railway Company, to 
recover damuges for breach of contract, which were laid at 
600,000f. In 1857 the plaintiffs were competing with the Caza 
Valdez Company (afterwards absorbed in the Roman Railway 
Company) for the concession of the line from Bologna to Ancona, 
but withdrew from the competition when promised the contract 
for executing the works of the line, and as this promise was not 
realised they obtained as an indemnity 500,000f. in cash, and 
the promise of the works of the line from Ravenna to Porto- 
Corsini, which the company hoped to obtain from the Pontifical 
government, then still in possession of Romagna. After that 
arrangement, these provinces fell under the sovereignty of the 
King of Italy, and his government granted the line from 
Ravenna to Porto-Corsino to the Roman Company in exchange 
for the Ferrara line, which the government had transferred to 
the Lombard Company. In consequence o! those changes, the 
Roman Company refused to fulfill their promise to the plaintiffs, 
and confided the execution of the Ravenna line to their general 
contractor, M. Briot, and hence the present proceedings. The 
Tribunal, after hearing counsel, decided that the plaintiffs had 
clearly established the breach of contract, and were, therefore, 
entitled to damages, which it estimated at 80,000f., and accord- 
ingly conderaned the ‘defendants to pay that sum to the plain- 
tiffs, with all costs of suit. 





Marriep DaucuTers—Ricut TO MAINTENANCE FROM 
PARENTS. 

A trial has recently taken place before the Civil Tribunal of 
the Seine, showing that parents in France may be compelled to 
contribute to the maintenance of their daughters after marriage. 
M. Maulde married in 1853 the only child of N. Renou, re- 
ceiving with his wife a dowry of 25,000f. M. Maulde was 
unsuccessful in business, and proceeded to America, where he 
remained 18 months, and then returned, but in not more pros- 
perous circumstances than on his departure. ‘Three children 
had been born of the marriage, and M. Maulde seeing himself 
without resource, with a wife in a delicate state of health, and 
a family dependent on him, and knowing that his father-in-law 
was living in affluence, made an application to the tribunal to 
compel M. and Madame Renou to pay a sum of 2,400f. for 
the present necessities of their daughter and family, reserving 
his right of subsequently claiming an annual allowance. The 





defendants opposed the application, declaring that they had on 
various occasions assisted their son-in-law and his family; 
that they had provided the funds for his voyage to America, 
and had brought up and educated their daughter’s children 
until the present time; they also stated that they had no in- 
tention of discontinuing their aid, and alleged that Maulde’s 
motive for the present demand was that the money destined 
for his children might pass through his hands. The tribunal 
decided that although the previous sacrifices of M. and Madame 
Renou were praiseworthy, yet, considering that Madame 
Mauide was in weak health and unable to follow any continued 
occupation; that the labour of the husband was insufficient to 
support his family, and that M. and Madame Renou were in 
wealthy circumstances, ordered these latter to assign an annual 
allowance of 1,000f. to their daughter, and condemned them to 
the payment of costs. 








REVIEW. 


Highway Law :a Manual for the use of Waywardens, Clerks 
and Surveyors ; to which are added Notes, Forms, ‘ 
and Statute ; hints as to road making, and a complete system 
of the accounts necessary to be kept. By Hrram A. Ows- 
TON, author of “ The Highway Act, 1862,” &c. William 
Blackwood & Sons. 1863. 

In this manual we have a complete though concise view of 
the present law relating to highways in England, It is written, 
in a style well adapted for the general reader, and yet is not 
an unreliable book for lawyers. The general law of highways 
is carefully digested and stated by the author in a clear and 
consecutive manner. The machinery and general working 
of the Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50), which revolu- 
tionised our system of road management, is explained in detail. 
By means of an analysis of that Act the law of highways, 
as it now exists with reference to those parishes or townshi 
which have not yet been embodied into a “ district,” under 
Act of 1862, is made intelligible to ordinary readers, and the 
various points of difference between the operation of the 
several statutes in force are pointed out. Indeed, as the 
alteration effected by the Act of 1862 relates chiefly to the 
persons by whom highways shall be managed, and only 
slightly affects the general statutory provisions existing 
previously, the Act of 1835 might be conveniently taken as 
the basis for the general body of statutary law of highways, 
and this is what Mr. Owston has done. His arrangement, 
therefore, is extremely simple, He devotes the first part to 
the general law of highways; the second to the Highway Act, 
1835, and other statutory enactments affecting highways; and 
the remainder of the book to the Act of 1862; together with 
a very useful appendix of forms and suggestions. The forms 
are of great variety, and well adapted for use, not the least 
valuable of them being a concise system of accounts necessary 
to be kept by clerks and district surveyors. 

The author appears to have industriously collected the re- 
ported cases bearing upon the statutory provisions, and he has 
made a very readable and practical book on a dry subject. 











LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE {[NCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. Montacur Huaues Cookson, on Equity, Monday, 
Nov. 9. 

Mr. J. Napier Hicerns, on Conveyancing, Friday, Nov. 
13. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The meetings of this society, which were suspended during 
the long vacation, have now been resumed on Tuesday eveninge, 
at the Law Institution, and we would recommend students to 
avail themselves of the many advantages afforded by the 
society, for the attainment of confidence in public speaking, 
readiness in argument, and acuteness of ion upon 
doubtful points, as well as for the general increase to the stock 
of legal knowledge, which a participation in its discussions is 
sure to bring with it. It is a fact of some significance, and 
one which justifies our commendation of the society, that of 
about fifty-five of the present members who have passed their 
final examination, the large proportion of siz have ob- 
tained prizes or other honourable distinction. e believe that 
during the present year a system of reporting the society’s 
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debates has been in operation, and those of our readers who 
are curious to know the nature of the discussions, are referred 
to the recent numbers of the Legal Examiner, in which they 
are published. 

Mr. O. L, Hills, of 7, Gray’s -inn-square, is now the secretary 
to the society. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1863. 

(The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 

Barnes, JAMES Batue.—G. J. Barnes, Lamborne. 

BraypretH, WM. Frep. Bourne.—W. Williams, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Brown, Watter Apam.—G. Brown, Paddington-green, and 
Ealing. 

Benton, Gro. Asu.—J. W. Butterton, Eccleshall. 

Carine, Ricnarp Corron.—R. Carline, Lincoln. 

Cuarn_Ley, Wu. Mawpgstey.—W. Charnley, Preston. 

Coriins, James.—J. K. Bartrum, Batb. 

Homer, Tuomas.—J. Homer, Brierly-hill. 

LancLey, Cuartes ArcarpaLp.—C, Langley, Chudleigh, 
Devon; W. H. Langley, 32, Great James-street, Bedford- 
row. 

Leacu, Ricu. Howert WaLker.—F. Leach, 10, Lancaster- 
place, Strand. 

Lioyp, Wituiam Tenisson.—J. B. Lloyd, Liverpool; F. L. 
Hutchins, 11, Birchin lane. 

Morrow, Cuartes.—J. Murrow, jun., Liverpool; R. C. 
Brown, Liverpool. 

Russet, Antuur Henry.—D. Russell, York; J. W. Russell, 
2, Bedford-row. 

Rr.Ley, Toomas.—J. M. Dale, Gray's inn-square. 

Tarton, WaLrer.—J, C. Meymott, Albion-place. 

Vatuiance, Henry Fuetcner.—H. W. Vallance, 12, Tuken- 
house-yard. 

Watts, ALFRED Evaene.—J. K. Watts, St. Ives. 

Watts, Watter THeopore.—J. K. Watts, St. Ives. 

Was Tuomas Jennings.—T. D. Calthrop, 8, Whitehall- 
place. 

Woop, Freperick.—T. H. Oldman, Gainsborough. 


Michaelmas Term, 1863, pursuant to Rule of Court. 

Sarrerr, Epwin Ps. Marsuatt.—J. Butler, jun., 191, 

Tooley-street. 
Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1863. 

Bennam, Atpert Bennam.—W. Jones, 20, King’s Arm’s- 
yard, Coleman-street. 

BicGenven, Jonn PatrenpeN.—J. Biggenden, 5, Wallbrook, 
City; T. E. Tomlins, 9, Lincoln’s-iun -fields. 

Broven, James Lawrence.—J. E. Hinds, Stafford. 

Cupuirp, Rateu Brooxine.—C. V. Bridgman, Tavistock. 

Ex:wes, Epwarp Gotpinc.—H. G. Deane, Colchester. 

Horny, Davip.—E. D. Conyers, Driffield, York. 

Jonnson, Epwin.—G. Smith, Leek, Stafford; J. May, Mac- 
clesfield. 

Jones, WiLtiam.—W. Hughes, Conway. 

Ker, Henry Cuartes.—J. Baker, Cloak-lane. 

Maysey, Joun.—T. Smith, Gloucester. 

Moontatn, Ricuarp.—R. Redfern, Oldham. 

Pipprxc, Epwarp.—J. Dolman, 14, Clifford’s-inn, Fleet- 
street. 

Rarxrorp, Roserr.—W. Blackhurst, Preston; J. Blackhurs:, 
Liverpool. 

RasBoTHAM, PETER, jun.—W. Slater, jun., Manchester. 

Srencen, GeorGeE WAKEFIELD.—W. Spencer, Birmingham, 

SuRMAN, GeRaLp.—W. Surman, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inp, 

Vayior, Bexsamin Rotcu.—R. Taylor, 15, Furnival's-inn. 

Vizarv, Tuomas Trewren.—J. Vizard, Dursley, Gloucester. 

Wittiams, Joun Tuomas.—W. Wanklyn, Monmouth; H. 
Roberts, Monmouth. 

Youne, Tuomas. —W. Watson, jun., Barnard Castle, 
Durham. 


APPLICATION FOR RE-ADMISSION. 
Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1863. 


Robins, Richard John Saltren, Devonport, and Strickstenton, 
Cornwall. ’ 











APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW AT- 
TORNEY’S CERTIFICATES. ; 
Nov, 26, 1863. 

Adams, George, Cold Harbour-lane, Camberwell. 

me tot James, 90, Fetter-lane; 15, Hemlock-court; 19, 
ser re Thorpe, Westmoreland; Penrith, Cumber- 
and, 

Barton, Samuel Henry, Woburn, Beds. 

Beardsall, Thomas, Walsall, Stafford. 

Benson, John, Cockermouth, Cumberland. 

Briggs, Frederick, 6, Margault’s-place, Lower Bland-street, 
Dover-road, 

Clark, James, Bath. 

Crossfield, William John, 8, Homer-terrace, Hackney Wick. 

Dimsdale, Frederick, 10, Curzon-street, Mayfair. 

Elworthy, Henry John Rice, Plymouth ; and 62, Carlton-road, 
Kentish-town. 

Farmer, George Noble, 12, Wellington-terrace, Kentish-town. 

Foggo, Francis Alexander, 1, D’Kynsford-road, Camberwell; 
and 1, Charlotte-row, Walworth-road. 

Grnudy, Charles, 30, Malvern-road. Dalston. 

Hancock, Walter, Welchpool, Montgomery. 

Hankins, John, Kempley, Gloucester, 

Henderson, Edward, 3, Whitchall-place; and 1, Charlton- 
crescent, Islington. 

Hodgson, John Norman, Beaumont, near Carlisle, Camberland. 

Humphreys, John, Westbourne-green, Harrow-road. 

Hutchins, Edward, Bristol. 

Keene, Alfred Thomas, Mold, Flint. 

Leigh, Robert, Beaminster, Dorset. 

Lowe, Richard, 15, Mildmay.street, Mildmay-park, Islington. 

Moon, Joseph Dobson, Sunderland. 

Nash, James, Worcester; and Melbourne, Australia. 

Norris, Frederic William Nory, Croydon; and 22, Southamp- 
ton-street. 

Norton, Francis Douglas Fox, Albert-road, Peckham" 

Okey, Thomas King, Gloucester. 

Palmer, Robert, jun., Stokesly, York. 

Pamphilon, Frederick William, Temple-chambers, Falcon- 
court; and 43, Brompton-road. 

Pearson, Robert Capes, Crowle, Lincoln. 

Rogers, John, Hartford, near Northwick, Chester. 

Sale, William George, Manchester; and Irwell Bank, Kersal, 
Lancaster. . 

Shepherd, William Conning, 41, Granville-square, Pentonville; 
and 13a Gresham-street, West, 

Shields, John Ripon, York. 

Tattershall, Edward George, 55, Tufnell-park-road, Upper 
Holloway. 

Till, Walter John, North End, Croydon, Surrey. 

Trotman, Arthur Lawrence, Beaminster, Dorset, and Battle, 
Sussex. 

Turnbull, Richard Carr, 29, Frederick-street, Gray’s-inn- 
road, 

Wigmore, William, Great Driffield, York. 

Winterbotham, James Batten, Cheltenham. 

Wood, Henry Frs., 12, ‘Tollingtou-road, Holloway; and 3, 
Theberton-street, Islington.” 








COURT PAPERS. 


Exchequer Chamber. 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument of 
errors and appeals :— 
QueEn’s BENCH. 


Thursday ....cosscereeee Nov. 26 | Friday ....... ..+.000.Nov. 27 
Common PLEas, 
Saturday .....-cscccvees Nov. 28 | Monday....... sessesseeee NOV, 30 
ExcuEeQvues or PLEas, 
Tuesday .....cccccsseeees Dec. 1 | Wednesday ........:.+06..Dec, 2 





Central Criminal Court. 


The following days have been appointed for holding the 
sessions for the ensuing twelve months :— : 


1863. 

Pa cosesseeee Nov, 30. | Monday .resoseeess-se Dec, 14 
1864. 

Monday.....coccereesreedans 4] Monday ......00006 June 6 














Nov. 7, 1863. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & RELORTER 


15 








Monday .........Feb. 1 and 29 | Monday ...... sovsecere July I1 
Monday ...-+0...008 -»»March 29 | Monday ............... Aug. 15 
Monday ....sescecseree April 11 | Monday ...........006+ Sept. 19 
Monday........sseecesees May 9 | Monday............0000. Oct. 24 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


INVERNESS AND ABERDEEN JUNCTION Rartway. 

At the half yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 
ult., the following Yividende were declared for the past half- 
year:—At the rate of 5} per cent, per annum on the Inverness 
ordinary stock, and at the rate of 3 per cent. on the Russhire 
stock, less income-tax. 

Sourn LeicesTersHirE Raitway. 

At the half-yvarly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult.,a dividend at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

SAMBRE AND Meuse Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult., a dividend at the rate of 3s. per share was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue Avsrrattan Mortcace, Lanp, ayp Finance Com- 
PANY (Lim1Tep), 

Capital, £1,000,000, in 20,000 shares of £25 each, 

Solicitore—Messrs. Baxter, Rose, Norton; & Co. 

This company has been established for the purpose of afford- 
ing a safe medium for the investment of — on mortgage in 
the Australian colonies, including New Zealand. 

Tue City anD County Assurance Company (LimiteD). 
Capital, £500,000, in 25,000 shares of £20 each. 
Solicitors— Messrs, Hughes, Masterman, & Hughes, 17, 

Bucklersbury; Messrs. Poole & Johnson, 9, Lincoln’s-inn. 

This company has been established to meet an increasing 
public necessity for fire insurancce companies, conducted 
under a less arbitrary system of business than that adopted by 
the present old-established ones, and to transact the business 
of life assurance upon the most improved and popular prin- 
ciples, consistent with sound and profitable working. 

Tue ENGLIsH AND SweDisH Bank (LimiTED). 
Capital, £2,000,000, in 40,000 shares of £50 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Dawes & Sons, 9, Angel-court, London. 
This bank has been formed for the purpose of affording 

increased banking facilities between this country and Sweden. 
Tae Mercuant Bankine Company or Lonpon, (LIMITED). 

Capital £2,000,000 in 20,000 sharos of £100 each. 

Solicitors—Messrs. Flux & Ayles, Mincing-lane. 

This company has been established to carry cn the business 
of Merchant Bankers. 

Having lately given some details with respect to the position 
occupied by the debentures of the great railway companies, 
we now add some corresponding particulars with regard 
to some secondary undertakings, with capitals ranging from 
£2,500,000 to £10,000,000. ‘The Birkenhead at the close 
of 1861 had £48,850 outstanding at 5 per cent., £1,200 
at 43 per cent., £118,100 at 44 per cent., £183,170 at 4} per 
cent., £84,003 at 44 per cent., and £77,950 at 4 per cent. 
Corresponding details are wanting for 1862, but it may be noted 
that the company has obtained powers to issue debenture stock to 
the extent of £600,000 in substitution of its debentures. The 
Bristol and Exeter at the close of 1861 had £214,945 outstand- 
ing at 4} per cent,, £7,300 at 4} per cent., £656,881 at 4 per 
cent., and £14,650 at 34 per cent. Twelve months later the 
total ‘of £893,776 here indicated had advanced to £916,096, 
made up as follows: —£198,945 at 4} per cent., £6,400 at 4} 
per cent., £708,251 at 4 per cent., and £2,500 at 3} per cent. 
The Chester and Holyhead had debentures issued, December 
31, 1861, to the extent of £1,078, 105,—viz., £15,850 at 5 per 
cent., £6,000 at 43 per cent., £556,623 at 4} per cent., 
£134, 530 at 4} per cent., £294, 102 at 4 per cent.,and £1 000 
at 3% per cent. At the end of 1862 the total debenture debt 
of the company had increased to £1,089,002,—viz., £80,150 
at 5 per cent., £620,923 at 44 per cent., £120,177 at 44 per 
cent., £266,752 at ‘4 per cent., and 1,000 at 3% per cent 
The Glasgow and South-Western, at the close of last 
year, had loans outstanding to the extent of £1,033,175 
at 4 per cent., £66,500 at cent., and £50,364 at 34 
per cent., making a total of £1,150,039. Debenture stock 
had also” been ii ssued to the extent of £38,360 at the end 
of 1862. At the close of 1861 the total debentures outstand- 








ing amounted to £1,154,043, but debenture stock had only 
been taken up to the amount of £29,335. The total of 
£1,154.043 was made up as follows:—£1,049,804 at 4 per 
cent., £54,050 at 33 per cent., and £50,189 at 34 per cent. 
It will be observed that in neither year was more than 4 per 
cent. paid upon any of the loans due. The total authorised 
borrowed capital of the company. at the close of last year was 
£1,183,916. Although the share capital of the Great Southern 
and Western (Ireland) exceeds £5,000,000, the debenture debt 
of the company is comparatively insignificant. The total 
authorised to be raised at the close of 1862 was £452,965, and 
£181,250 was outstanding at 4 per cent., £20,500 at an per 
cent., £142,000 at 4} per cent, and £20,500 at 5 percent, No 
debenture stock had been issued, but a total loan capital ap- 
pears of £364,250, The corresponding total for 1861 was 
£332,557—viz, £135,207 at 4 per cent., £25,000 at 44 pce 
cent., £152,050 at 44 per cent., and £20,500 at 5 per cent. 
The smallness of the debenture debt affords, of course, a ma- 
terial explanation of the prosperity which the undertaking has 
enjoyed for several years. 








There have been eight vacancies by death in the ranks of 
the House of Commons to be supplied during the recess. Mr. 
F., M, Calcutt, M.P. for Clare, died a few days before the pro- 
rogation, and seven members’ have died since that time— 
namely, the Right Hon. Edward Ellice, member for Coventry ; 
Mr. Potts, member for Barnstaple; Captain Willes Johnson, 
member for the Montgomery burghs; Mr. Berigh 
member for Ludlow; Mr. Hope, member for Windsor; Mr. 
Langston, member for Oxford city; and Mr. W. Cubitt, mem- 
ber for Andover. ‘Three vacancies have occurred by the ele- 
vation of members of the House of Commons to the 
namely, Pontefract, by the elevation of Mr. R. Monckton Milnes 
who is now Baron Houghton; Tamworth, by the elevation of 
Viscount Raynham, who is now the Marquis Townshend; and 
West W orcestershire, by that of Viscount Elmley, who is now 
the Earl Beauchamp. Arising out of this last elevation there 
is a vacancy for Tewkesbury, in the room of the Hon. F. 
Lygon, who has succeeded his brother as member for 
West Worcestershire. ‘Three vacancies have been caused by 
official appointments—namely, Richmond (Yorkshire), by the 
appointment of Sir Roundell Palmer to the Attorney-General- 
ship; Plymouth, by the appointment of Mr. R. P. Collier to 
the Solicitor-Generalship ; and Reading, by the elevation of 
Mr. Serjeant Pigott to the dignity of a Baron of the Exchequer. 
Of these vacancies all have been filled but three—namely, 
Tewkesbury, Oxford, and Andover. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
SIMMONDS—On All Saints’ Day, at No. 82, Oakley-street, Chelsea, the 
wife of John Simmonds, Esq.. Barrister-at-law, of a danghter. 
MARRIAGES. 
SHAKSPERE—ADLINGTON—On O6t. 13, at St. Martin’s, ort. Wn. 
Shakspere, only son of the late William Evans aes Esq., of 
baa meer oy = second daughter of the la’ te’ Thomas Ellis Ad- 
on, Esq , of the Courts of Exchequer and Chancenf. 
st OUD—ELLIS—On Oct 27, at St. Mary’s Church, Cheltenham, Fredk. 
roud, Esq., of Cheltenham, Solicitor, to Helen, daughter of the late 
ir. Robert Ellis, of Cheltenham. 


DEATHS. 

CHILD—On Oct. 2, at Islington, Christian Child, Esq., Actuary of the 
Universal Life Assurance Society, London, and Fellow of the Institute of 
Actuaries, eldest ee g son of Henry Child, Esq., Solicitor, of Doc- 
tors’-commons, aged 35, 

DAVIES—On Oct. 22, at Coblenz, Prussia, Francis Henry Davies, Esq., 
late Registrar of the Court of Chancery, in his 73rd year. 

DEANS—On Oct. 31, at his residence, 21, Abingdon-st., Thomas Deans, 
Esq. parliamentary itor, of 11, Great Queen-street, Westminster, 


IVIMY_-On Oct, 27, at Portsea, Chas. Ivimy, Esq., Solicitor, aged 70. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore herelofore sanding in the following Name will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months 
Gisson, Henry Gouas, Mark Lang, Wine rchant, and Witt. 

Matruews Wetca, Sheffield, a £81 : 19: 6 Consols.—Claimed 

by said H. G. Gibson and W. M. Welch. 

TcRNBULL, Henny, Woollerton, Norfolk, Gardener, deceased. £109: 4 

New 3 per cent. Annuities.—Claimed by William Mithank, Adminis- 

trator. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


T THE MART. 
October 29-—0y Mes Desennau & Tewson. 
"pang i bon The Wadhurst Park Estate, Sussex, com- 
boat te, tae 50 ; 
» &e. le 
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Freehold, Pennybridge and Colkness Farms, situate in the parish of May- 
field, Sussex, containing in all about 357 acres, with farm-houses, stables, 
buildings, &c.—Sold for £8 500. 

Freehold, two farms known as Witherden and Bardown, containing in all 
about 447 acres, situate in the parishes of Ticchurst, Mayfield, and 
Burwash, Sussex.—Sold for £15,000. 

October 30.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoocanxt, & Taist. 

Freehold, The Stone Hall Estate, situated in the —— of Oxted, Surrey, 
comprising residence, with grounds, a farm house, cottages, agricul- 
tural buildings, together with a water corn mill, with dwelling-house 
and premises, containing altogether about 322 acres —Sold for £25,200. 


By Mr. Murrett. 
Lasehold warehouses, Nos. 125 and 126, Lower Thames-street.—Sold for 
2,310 


£ 5 

Leasehold business premises, No. 16, Sussex-street, Warwick-square, 
Pimlico. Term, 76} from June, 1855. Ground-rent, £15 per annum. 
Annual value, £150-—Sold for £1,550. 

November 3.—By Messrs. Witxinson & Horne. 
— business premises, No. 32, Wood-street, Cheapside.—Sold for 
4,010. 
By Mr. Haynes. 

Freehold, four houses with shops, Nos, 1 to 4, Montgomery -place, Bexley 
Heath, Kent,—Sold for £1,420. 

Nov 4.—By Messrs. Tess, Bros, 

Freehold ground rent, of £5 per annum, secured on Nos. 19, and 20, 
Queen ‘street, Tottenham.—Sold for £95. 

Freehold ground rent, of £18 18s, per annum, secured on Nos. 9 to 12, 
the Terrace, White Hart-lane, Tottenham.— Sold for £535. 

Freehold ground rent, of £66 per annum, secured on the Compasses, 
pablic-house, Queen-street, also two houses, Nos. | and 2, Queen-street, 
and two houses in Prospect-place, White Hart-lane.—Sold for £900. 

Freehold ground rent, of £4 10s. per annum, secured on a beer shop, 
situate at the corner of Prospect-place.—Sold for £115. 

Freehol¢ ground-rent of £5 5s. per annum, secured on Nos. 3, 4, and 5, 

_ Queen street.—Sold for £145. 
Freehold ground rent, of £21 per annum, secured on Nos. 8 to 13, Queen- 
_ Street.—Sold for £380, 

Freehold ground rent, of £6 per annum, secured on Nos. 14 and 15, 
Queen-street.—Sold for £135. 

The Derby Arms ale and stout house, Barrett-street, Princes-road, Vaux- 
hall, term twenty-one years, from June last, ground rent £2 2 per 
annum; let for £40 per annum.—Sold for £400. 

Freehold, Baker’s shop, situate No. 2, High-road, Edmonton.—Sold for 


Leasehold manufacturing premises, No. 61, Apple-yard, Seward-street, 
Goswell-street, and the warehouse and premises adjoining, also three 

{ cottages, Nos. 4, and 5, Apple-yard, and No. 20, Seward-street; term 
nine years, from September, 1863, ground rent, £55 per annum, annual 
value £149 12 0s.—Sold for £250. 

Freehold ground rent, of £1 10s. per annum, secured on No. 5, Princes- 
street, Tuttenham.—Sold for £25. 


Nov 5.—By Mr. Marsa, 

Leasehold, the ground lease of a mansion, being No. 5, Upper Belgrave- 
st. Held for an unexpired term of 60} years, from Christmas, 1863, at 
aground rent of £15 per annum, and subject, in addition, to a charge of 
£190 per annum until Christmas, 1883.—Let at £400 per annum.—Sold 
for £3,820. 

Leasehold, profit rental of £15 per annum for sixteen years, arising from 
the residence, No. 12, Warwick-sq.—Sold for £310. 

Fifty shares of £2 10s. each, paid-up, in the Watermans’ Steam Packet 
Company.—Sold at £1 4s. per share. 

Policy of assurance for £350, in the Alliance British & Foreign Fire & Life 
Assurance Company, on the life of a gentleman, aged 69, Annual pre- 
mium £17 19s. 3d.—Sold for £75. 

Seventy-five shares of £3 each, (£2 5s. paid) in the London Parcels Deli- 
very Company.—Sold at £2 12s. per share. 

Policy of assurance for £499 19s. effected Aug., 1838, with the United 
Kingdom Life Office, on the life of a gentleman now aged 53, with Bonus 
added thereto, amounting te £189 ils. 6d. Annual premium, £11 4s. 8&1. 
— Sold for £170, 

Absolute reversion, on the death of a lady, aged 67, of andin a piece of land 
forming part of the garden of Windsor Lodge, Lower Richmond-road, 
Putney. Held upon lease for an unexpired term of twenty-five years 
from Socumber last, at a peppercorn rent, and underleased for the who'e 

term, less 21 days, at £10 per annum.—Sold for £52. 





AT GARRAWAY’S. 
November 2.— By Messrs. Dantex Cronin & Sons. 

Lease and goodwill of the Star and Garter Tavern, No. 44, Pall-mall.— 
Sold for £3,950. 

By Messrs, Fanesrotuer, Cragk, & Lre. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, situate in the parish of Blythburgh, Suf- 
folk, a farm-house, outbuildings, ete., also a cottage, 
wheelwright’s shop, together with about 177 acres ot arable, pasture, 
and marsh land.—Sold for £5,000. 

The manors of Kingshali, Brendhall, Rousehall, and Wascolies, situate at 
and about Clapton, near Woodbridge, Suffolk.—Sold for £6,200. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Faipar, Oct. 30, 1863. 


Dawson, Richd, & Thos Taylor, Epworth, Lincoln, Solicitors (Dawson & 
Taylor). Oct 23. 


GA indings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Ustuurep 1n CHANCERY. 
Turspay, Oct. 27, 1863. 
Eaglish and Irish Church and University Assurance Society. V.C. Wood 
will, on Nov 7 at 2, proceed to make a call on the several persons in- 





cluded in class A, and settled on the list of contributories of this com- 
pany, and on all other contributories, for one pound ten shillings per 


share, 
Fripay, Oct. 30, 1863. 
LimITeD In CHANCERY. 

Adelphi Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Sept 3, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Nov 7. Westall, 
Gray’s-inn-square. 

Great Ship Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented Oct 
6, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Nov7. Murray & 
Co, Birchin-lane. 

London and Westminster Wine Company (Limited).—Petition for wind. 
ing up, presented Oct 30, will be heard before V. C. Wood on Nov 7. 
Gibbs & Tucker, Lothbury. 

Tuespay, Nov. 3, 1863. 
UNLIMITED 1N CHANCERY. 

London and Westminster Wine Co (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Oct 30. Will be heard before the M. R. on Nov 14. Mossop, 
lronmonger-lane. 

Lake Bathurst Australasian Gold Mining Co.—Dividend of nine pence and 
two-thirds of a penny per share declared, payable at office of O. M., 16 
Tokenhouse-yd, on any day between 11 and 3 o'clock. 

New Theatre Co (Limited).—Creditors, on or before Nov 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, and the 
names and addresses of their solicitors, if any, to G. H. Jay, 3 Moor- 
gate-st. 

Crevitors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuEsDAY, Oct 27, 1863. 

Brown, Thos, Wiseton, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan |. 

wtry. 

Carr, John Francis, Horbury, York, Esq. Dee 31. Carr, Gomersal. 

Cousins, Ann, Critchell-pl, Hoxton. Dec 24. Hooker, Bartlett’s-bldgs. 

Davis, Thos, France Lynch, Chalford, Gloucester, Gent. D:c 1. Winter- 


botham, Stroud. 
Demain, Mary, Grove-pl, Brixton. Dec 1. Nicholson & Herbert, Spring- 


Cartwright & Son, 


gdns. 

Gregg, Thos, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Nottingham, Grocer, Jan 1. Cart- 
wright & Son, Bawtry. 1 

Hall, John, Crediton, Devon, Painter. Nov 21. Smith, Crediton. 

Hamilton, Rev Wm, Connaught-sq, Hyde-pk. Dec 10. Lewin & Co, 
Southampton-st. 

Hutchesson, Rev Hy John, Canterbury, Clerk, Dec 1. 
bury. 

Jones, Thos, Town Malling, Esq. Dec 1. Loftus & Young, New-inn, Strand. 

Lockwood, Jos, Kirkheaton, York, Farmer. Dec 1. Clough, Huddersfield, 

Macpherson, Francis, King William-st, Strand, Bookseller. Nov 13. 
Hughes, Bedford-st, Covent-gdo. _ 

Murdock, John, Lpool, Victualler, Dec 22. Anderson, Lpool. 

Parker, Phillip, Sheffield, Cutler. Nov 25. Branson & Son, Sheffield. 

Riland, Rev John; Edgbaston, Clerk. Deci5. James & Co, Birm. 

Saundby, Susanna, Beckingham, Nottingham, Spinster, Jan 1. Cart- 
wright & Son, Bawtry. 

Smith, Mary, Bawtry, York, Spinster. Janl. Cartwright & Son, Bawtry. 

Tarner, Mary, Sheffield, Widow. Dec 1. Branson & Son, Sheffield. 

Fatway, Oct. 30, 1863, 

Bishop, Thos, Chediston, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 31. 
Halesworth, 

Colson, Peter, Winnall, Southampton, Merchant. 
Bradby, Southampton. 

Cousins, Wm, South-row, Covent-garden-market. Smith, Den- 
bigh-st, Pimlico. 

Fox, Saml, King Edward-st, Wapping, Barge Owner. Dec 1. Hawks & 
Wilmott, Southwark. 

Harriott, Mary Ann, Hewshott Hill, Liphook, Hants. Dec 21. Nichols & 
Potter, Farnham. 

Lant, Richd, Barkesweil, Warwick, Esq. Dec 7. Woodcocks & Co,, 
envag~ F 

Martin, Richd, Gisburn, York, Farmer. Jani. Robinson, Settle. 

Rutter, Wm, St. Paul’s-churchyard, and of Bexhill, near Hastings, 
Umbrella Manufacturer. Nov 27. Blake & Snow, College-hill. 

Smith, Thos Geo, Togston, Northumberland, Esq. Dec 15. Spours & 
Carr, Alnwick. 

Stone, Jas, formerly of Bishopsgate-st, and late of Gravesend, Gent. Dec 
ll. Aston, Russell-sq. 

Wells, Chas, Sheldon, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 1, 

Willans, Wm, Brook Green-ter, Hammersmith, Gent. 


Gray’s-inn. 
TuEspay, Nov. 3, 1863, 


Dent, Mary, Preston, Widow. Dec 18. Harris, Preston. 

Gideon, Jas Haines, Judd-st, Euston-rd, Victualler. Dec 25, Harrison, 
& Co, Bedford-row. 

Hall, Thos, Napton-upon-the-Hill, Warwick, Farmer. Dec 5. Poole & 
Johnson, Southam. 

Hammond, Wm, Upminster, Essex, Gent. Dec 1. Surridge & Francis, 


Jones, Sml, Pitchford, Salop, Gent. Dec 5. Edwards, Shrewsbury. 
Kellett, Evan, Penwortham, Lancaster, Tailor. Dec 1. Blackhurst, 


Mott, Thos Cause, Turnham-green, Gent. Jan 3. Mead & Daubeny, 
King’s-bench-walk. 
bef ag Hawes, Hornsey, Widow. Dec 12. Ware & Westall, Cop- 
ct. 
Weston, Joel, Mayfield, Sussex, Carpenter. Dec 1. Sprott, Mayfield. 
Yorke, John, Thrapston, Northampton, Esq. Dec 9, Archbould, Thrap- 


ston, 
Youngs, Jas, Rockland-St-Mary, Norfolk, Brickmaker, Jan 1, Copeman 
& Son, Loddon. E 


Fielding, Canter- 


Crabtree & Cross, 


Jan It, Patterson & 


Dec 1. 


Simcox, Birm. 
Jan 1. Tibbitts, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tusrspay, Nov. 3, 1863. 
ae = John, Little Bardfield, Essex, Farmer, Oct 28, 
i. x. 


Cutts, Little Bard- 
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Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
TugspaY, Oct. 27, 1863. 


Bate, Wm, Trentham, Stafford, Agent. Sept 30. 
Beard, Wm Day, Norwich, Clerk. Octl. Asst. 


Comp. Reg Oct 27. 
Reg Oct 27. 


Bolton, Jas, Flackburn, Innkeeper. Sept 29. Conv. Reg Oct 26. 
Botwright, as, Great Yarmouth, Upholsterer. Oct 2. Conv. Reg 


Budd, John, & Hy Budd, Sigg my Hants, Bakers, and Rogate, Sussex, 
Oct 24. 


Millers. Sept 30. Comp. eg 
Cairns, Chas, Bristol, Wine Merchant. Oct 20. Comp. Reg Oct 24. 
a Jas, Ryhope Colliery, near Sunderland, Grocer. Sept 78. Comp. 
t 2 
Cottrell, Jas Hodges, Birm, Seedsman. Oct6. Comp. Reg Oct 23. 
Dent, Hy, ~~ omen Midd Innkeeper. Sept 28. Conv. Reg Oct 26, 
Drage, Beha Che st, Clerkenwell, Draper. Oct 8. Comp. 


Reg Oct 2 
ey} po Plumstead, Kent, General Agent. 
t 23. 





Oct 13. Conv. Reg 


Eveson, Jas, & Isaiah Eveson. a near Dudley, Breeze Manufac- 
turers. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 24. 


Figge, 3 — Frdk, Gutter-lane, arty “Merchant. Oct 23. Insp. Reg 
Oct 2: 

Gent, ang ET Gas Fitter. Oct 6. Conv, Reg Oct 27. 

Griffiths, John, Bilston, Japanner. Oct 6. Asst. Reg Oct 24. 

Holmes, John, Plymouth, Baker. Oct 19. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Kennard, Augustus Wm, » ‘eae London, Cork Manufacturer. Oct 
20. Comp. Reg Oct 27. 

> John, Newcastie-upon- Tyne, Grocer. Sept 30. Conv. Reg 

Lees, John, Salford, Tailor. Oct 5, Asst. Reg Oct 22. 

Little, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper, Oct 13. Asst. Reg Oct 23. 


Machon, Louisa Eliz, Sheffield, Widow. Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 23. 
Marsden, Thos, Alverstoke, Hants, Beerseller. Oct 8. Conv. Reg Oct 26. 
aol Wm, Thornton, York, Veterinary Surgeon. Octl. Asst. Reg 


Owen, Llewellyn, Reynoldstone, near Swansea, Grocer. Oct 21. 
Reg Oct 24. 
aire. Great Tower-st, London, Merchant. Oct 24. 
t2 


Comp. 


Conv. Reg 


Piper, Caroline Sane. Alpha-rd, St John's-wood, Schooimistress, Oct 


10. Comp. Reg Oct 2 
Wilkinson, Wm, Lpool, Sl Factor. Oct17. Conv. Reg Oct 25. 
Sept 29. Comp. 


Williamson, John Bradley, Rochdale, Tobacconist. 
t 26. 
Wilson, Jas, Lpool, Ship Store Dealer, Oct 21. 
Faipay, Oct. 30, 1863. 


Armstrong, Wm John, Bulman’s-village, Northumberland, Builder, 
5. Conv. Reg Oct 29. 
Austin, Hy, Morley, York, Tailor. Oct 23. Comp. Reg Oct 29. 
Bebbington, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, Bookseller. Oct 6. Asst. Reg Oct 30. 
Beicher, Chas, Stamford-hill, Woollen Warehouseman. Oct 12. Asst. 
Oct 27. 


Reg 


Comp. Reg Oct 26. 


Oct 


4 
Burgess, Stephen Wm, Upper George-st, Marylebone, Fishmonger. Oct 
2. Arr. Reg Cet 29. 
Bradshaw, Jas, sen, & Joseph Bradshaw & Jas Bradshaw, jun, Wolver- 
hampton, Millers. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 29. 
Bi Pam a Robt, Tottington, near Bury, Cotton Manufacturer, Oct 6. Asst. 
eg Oct 29. 
Clay. pa Edgeley, Stockport, Beerseller. Oct 2. Conv. Reg Oct 29. 
Cookson, Wm, Droylsden, Lancaster, Grocer. Sept 30. Asst. Reg Oct 27. 
Dixon, Rehd, Northampton-ter, Camberwell, Draper. Oct 7. Asst. Reg 


Oct 27. 
Garnett, John, Landport, Butcher. Oct 21. Conv. Reg Oct 28. 


eae _— New Radford, Nottingham, Coal Dealer. Oct 15, Conv. 
i 
Grititns po Westbromwich, Charter Master. Oct 26. Insp. Reg 
Oct 30 
Haines, Geo, Foy, Hereford, Farmer. Oct 3. Conv. Reg Oct 29, 
Kerr, Cochrane, Ardwick, Draper. Oct 13. Asst. Oct 26, 
Kinsey, Hy, & be Glen Wilson, Nottingham, Machinists. Oct 14. 
Comp. Reg Oct 28. 
Langridge, Geo, Aldershot, Butcher. Oct 24. Comp. Reg Oct 29. 
Lister, Wm, Wibsey, Bradford, Wool Dealer, Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 28. 
Lowson, Kbt, Beverley, Corn Miller. Oct 9. Asst. Reg Oct 30. 
Rogers, John, Haverfordwest, Cork Cutter. Oct 19. Cony. ies Oct 28. 
Rigby, Butler Chas, Southampton-bldgs, Esq. Oct 14, Arr. eg 30. 
Morris, Wm, Coventry, Upholsterer. Oct 10. Conv. Reg Oct 2 
Mellowes, noe ee Pentonville, Commercial Traveller. oct 16. 
P 
gt Sml, Grimley, Surrey, Stationer, Oct 13. Asst. ms Out 29, 
Snell, Wm, Lincoln, Cabinet Maker. Oct 12. Asst. Oct 29. 
Tipton, Benj, Mansfield-st, Kingsland-rd, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 16. 
mv. Reg 7. 
Tong, Isaac, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Oct10. Conv. Reg Oct 30. 


Young. Adam Johnston, London wall, Indian Merchant. Sept 30. Comp. 
Reg Oct 28, 
TugspaY, Nov. 3, 1863. 


Allsopp, Francis, Ilereford, Bootmaker. Oct 19. Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
Archer, Wm Nelson, Sunderland, Druggist. Oct 6. ny. Beg Nov 2. 
Bailey, Wm, Ipswich, Shoemaker. Oct 6. Comp. Oct 


Wm, Broad Weir, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Oct 15. > ll Reg 


Oc 
Clarke, Jonn, Birm, Hardwareman. Oct 19. Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
Clark, Wm, Bishops Stortford, Butcher. Oct 6. Conv. 
Craig, Rev Jas, Albrighton, Salop, Clerk. Oct 29. Cony. 
Crisp, Jas, Beccles, Suffolk, Merchant. Oct 17. Conv. Reg 
gy Andrew, Newcastle-upon- - Tyne, Ale and Porter Merchant. Oct 
Asst. Reg Nov 2. 
Dinsie, Thos, Heywood, Lancaster,Grocer. Oct 31. Asst. me Nov 3. 
Doorne, John Calcraft, Dover, Organist, Oct 8. Conv. Reg Nov 3. 
Frith, John, Sheffield, Clothes Dealer. Oct 8. Cony. Reg Nov 2. 
Griffiths, Benj Hy, , Firewood Dealer, Oct 10. Conv, Reg Nov 2 
Haigh, Darius, Hud id, Commission Agent. Oct 26. Asst. Reg 
1 


Oct 31. 
— Thos Hy Dunn, Whitechapel-rd, Draper. Oct 12, Asst. Reg Oct 


Brown, 





4 aoe & aoe _Horthen, tantben), Chester, Silk Throwsters. 

t 7. p- 

H tan Puktwalk, Cailinn: Literary [Agent. Oct 28. Comp. 
eg Oct 31. 

Hooper, Jos, New  tamcmnce Bermondsey, Leather Merchant. Oct 17. 
Asst. Reg Oct3 

Hunter, Andrew Geo, Mark-lane, — gy & Jas ae 
Murphy, Middle-row, Haier, Ironmonger. Release, 
Oct 30. 


James, Wm, Cannon-st, Messenger. Sept 30. Asst. Reg 
Kirkham, Chas, Penkhull, Stafford, Beerseller. Oct 13. Conv. ini 31. 
Legg. Wm, James-ter, Hornsey-rd, Milliner. Oct6. Comp. Reg Oct 31. 
yoy Bolton and Blackpool, Fancy Ware Dealer. Oct 5. Conv, 
eg Oct 3 
a Thos, Northfield, Worcester, Milkman. Oct 30. Comp. Reg 
Macgowan, Jas, Manch, Bootmaker. ome 20. ber om ai. 
Mackie, Alex, Birm, Draper. Oct 5, 
Mikesch, John Hy, President-st East, my ~ Pocket: book Maker, 
Oct 29. Comp. Reg Oct 31. 
Reg Nov 2. 


Mitchell, Jes, Stroud, Draper. Oct 26. Conv. 
Potter, Geo Wayland, South Benfleet, Essex, Grocer, Oct 19. Comp. 


39. 
Ringer, Wm, Norwich, Grease Manufacturer, Oct 9. Asst. Nov 2. 
Robinsor, Thos, Hulme, Manch, Grocer. Oct 14. Comp. ‘ov 2. 
Rouch, Wm, Malden-rd, Haverstock-hill, Grocer. Oct 30. Cony. Reg 


Noy 3. 
Smethurst, Wm, Higher Ardwick, Manch, Clerk, Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
2. 


Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
urer. Oct 7. Comp. Reg 


Surgical Instrument Maker. 


‘ov 
Sutcliffe, Rhed, Berwick- st, Soho, Victualler. 
Whitworth, Benj, Ear York, 3 

Oct 30. 


Wolloms, Thos Waring, a bo Hoxton, 
Oct !4 Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
meateiliek 
Tusgspay, Oct, 27, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 


Brines, Bobt, Lowestoft, Fish Dealer. Pet Oct 15. 
Serjeant’s-Inn. 





Nov 17 at 3. Price, 


Brodie, Alex, Clarendon-pl, Notting-hill, Tailor. Pet Oct 21. Nov i2 at 
- Lewis, Great Mariborough-st. 
Burnell, Robt, Grove-st, Lisson-grove, Gas Fitter. Pet Oct 22 (for pau). 
Nov 23 at ll. Aldridge. 
Caile, Joseph, Trinity-st, Rotherhithe, Victualler. Pet Oct 21. Nov 17 
at 12. hidley, Old Jewry. 
Chanter, Josiah, Berkeley-mews, Middix, Coach Painter. Pet Oct 21. 


Noy I7atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

7 Jas Hy, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn, and Guliford-st, Attorney- -at-Law, 

t Oct 23. Nov i2at 12. Hughes & Co, St Swithin "s-lane. 

Men Wm, Palace-rd, South Hackney, Saddler. Pet Oct 22 (for pau). 
Nov l2at il. Aldridge. 

Dibley, Adam Smart Wm, Lambeth-walk, Surrey, Baker. Adj Oct 20. 
Nov i7 atl. Aldridge 

Fee, Robt, Old-st, Oil and Colour Manufacturer. Tet Oct 22 (for pau). 

v2 atil. Aldridge 

Rommn Geo Thos, Bond-st, Vaushall, Smith. Pet Oct 22. Nov 12 at ll, 
Hare, Basinghall-st. 

Fenton, Wm, Garway-rd. Westbourne-grove, Surgeon. Tet Oct22. Nov, 
12at2. Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Forster, Wm Charlton, Lower-marsh, Lambeth, Agricultural Chemist. 
Adj Oct 20. Nov l7at2. Aldridge. 

Fox. Alfred, Shooter’s-hill-rd, peng Pet Oct 14. Nov 23 at ll. Kisch, 
Lancaster-pl, ‘trand. 

Fraser, Edmd Wm, or gr rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Adj Oct 21. 
Nov 17 at 2. Aldri jdge 

Grix, Richd Jabez, Mason’s-avenue, Basinghall-st, Tailor. Pet Oct 16, 
Nov9atl. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st. 

Jones, Chas, Kensal] New Town, Carrier. Adj Oct 21. Nov 1% at 12. 

drid 


Al ge. 

Jones, John Wm, Kennington-ter, Surrey, Apothecary. Adj Oct 20. 
Novi7atl. Aldridge. 

Lead, Hy, Smithfield-bars, Hairdressser. Adj Oct 21. Nov 12 at 1. 


Aldridge. 
Lockwood, Jas Roborts, Old Ford rd, Bow, out of business. Pet Oct 22. 


Nov 17 ‘at 2. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
Markwell, Daniel, Wick-rd, South Hackney, Linen Draper, Pet Oct 24. 
Maslen, Jus, Shoreditch, China Dealer.” 
dridge. 
Merchant, John, Mary!ebone-rd, Middlesex, Waterman. Adj Oct 21. 
Nixon, John, Francis-st, Hampstead-rd, Coal Merchant. Adj Oct. Nov 
12atl Aldridge. 
Nov 17 at I, 
Silvester, Grevt r-st 
Ottley, Wm Hy, Dowgate-hill, Grocer. Pet Oct 17. Nov 10 at Il, 
Parker, Matthew, in-st, Debepegate, Labourer. Pet Oct23. Nov9 
at in. Peverley, = secbesd - st. 
Aldridge 
Ranaley, J Jas, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Builder, Adj Oct 21. Nov 9at 1. 
Aldridge 
at 2. Duffield, Cornhill, Blood & Douglas. W! 
Schafer, Jacob, Upper Mansfield-pl, Kentish-town-rd. Pet Oct 23. Nov 
st. 
Self, Thos. Norwich, nGas Pieter. Pet Oct 23. Nov 9 atl. Doyle, Gray’s- 
inn. 


Nov 12 at 12. Moss, Gracechnreh-st. < 
Adj Oct 21. Novi2 att. Al- 
Nov 17 at 2. Aldridge 
Norris, Thos, New-rd, Bermondsey, Vocalist. Pet Oct 22. 
Hud- 
son & Matthews, prersanag: 4 
Pinhorn, Robt, West Cowes, General Dealer. Adj Oct 15. Nov 9 atl, 
Rust, Frdk, Great Waltham, Essex, Corn big oe Pet Oct 24. Nov9 
B itham. 
9at2. O’Nash. 
Simmons, Simon, Windsor-st, Bishopsgate, Haberdasher. Pet Oct 24 (in 


forpau). Nov9at2. Aldridge. 

Smith, John W: Baker-st, Middlesex, Auctioneer. Pet Oct26. Nov 
9ati2. Holt & Quality-ct, 

Taylor, Joshua, New Brentford, Manufacturer. Pet Oct 23, Nov 
9 at il, St Aubyn, Moorgate-st. 
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Vialls, Otho, Lower Edmonton, Quartermaster in 3rd Regiment pry 
Guards. Pet Oct 23. Nov9at1ll. Waldron, Lamb's Conduit-st. 


To surrender in the Country. 

Allaway, Stephen, Courtfield, near Ross, Ironmaster. Pet Aug 26. Birm, 
Nev 13 at 12. Minett, Ross, James & Co, Birmingham. 

Aldridge, Thos, , Seacombe, Chester, Com Agent. Pet Oct 20- Bir- 
benhead, Nov 10 at 10 Husband, i 

——. Gilbert, Scarborough, Draper. Oct 23. Leeds, Nov 12 at 

Il, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Amiable, Emannel, Manch, Painter. Pet Oct 22. Manch, Nov 16 at 
9.30. nm, Manch, 

Atha, Jos, Bingley, York, Watch Maker. Adj Sept 11. Keighley, Nov 
ll at ll. Hodgson, Keighley. 

Bea h, Edw, Blackburn, Hairdresser. Adj Oct 16. Manch, Nov 
24 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Belt, Robt Stevenson, & Jas Whitfield, Winlaton, Grocers, Pet Oct 14. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 6 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle upon-Tyne. 

Bensley, Geo David, Wells, Norfolk, Chemist. Pet Oct 23. Little Wal- 
singham, Nov 13 at 2. Garwood, Wells. 

Boult. Benj Grimmer, Norwich, Publican. Pet Oct 24. Norwich, Nov 9 
at ll. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Buckley, Sml. Werneth, near Oldham, Corn Miller. Oct 16. Manch, Nov 
24at3i. Gardner, Manch. 

Bullivant, Frdk, Kilnhurst, near Rotherham, Labourer. Oct 13 (in for 
pau). Rotherham, Nov 16 at 1. 

Carnall, John, Stoke-upon-Trent, Potter. Pet Oct 23. Stoke-upon-Trent, 
Nov7 at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Clarke, Geo, Bury St Edmunds, Baker. Pet Oct 21. Brry St Edmunds, 
Nov 9ati0. Walpole, Beyton. 

Cummings, John Pennock, ted Draper. Pet Oct 22. Leeds, Nov 18 
atl2. North & Son, Leeds 

— Chas, Bath, Jeweller. “Pet Oct 20 (in for pau). Bath, Nov 10 at 


Eset, Jas, Crosby, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Oct 22. Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Nov 6 at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Goslin, Jos, New Swindon, Wilts, Mechanic. Pet Oct 20. Swindon, Nov 
Zat 10. . Rawlings, Melksham. 

Hamilton, liy, Rotherham, Painter. Pet Oct 22. Rotherham, Nov 16 at 
12. Marsh & Edwards, Rotherham. 

Hart, Thos, Bristol, Labourer. Pet Oct 24. Bristol, Nov 20 at 12. Roper, 
Bristol. 

Holdsworth, Jesse, Burnley, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 22. Burnley, Nov 9 at 
4. Buck & Co, Buruley, 

Hugo, John Hy, Lpool, Bookkeeper. Pet Oct 24. Lpool, Nov 6 at 1. 
Henry, Lpool. 

Huskisson, Chas, Besley, Worcester, Farmer. Pet Oct 22. Birm, Nov 
20 at 12. Hawkes, Birm. 

Lawrence, David, Rugby, Dealer in Pictures. Pet Oct 21. Birm, Nov 16 
ati2. Webb, Birm 

Linsdell, John Ewd, Dover, out of employ. Pet Oct 24. Folkestone, Nov 
{lat3. Minter, Folkestone. 

Matthews, Wm, Frating, Essex, Maltster. Pet Oct 22. Colchester, Nov 
7 av 11.30. Jones, Colchester. 

Morgan, Hy, Stockton-on-Tees. Bricklayer, Tet Oct 20. Stockton-on- 
Tees, Nov4at il. Brignal, Durham. 

Morgan, Michael, Bodenham, Hereford, Farmer. Pet Sept 15 (for pau), 
Hereford, Noy 4 at il. 

Newsome, "Joseph, Rochester, Manufacturer of Washing Crystals. Adj 
Oct 19. Rochester, Nov 10 at 2. Acworth, Rochester, 

Oates, Joseph Fraser, Dear Rag Dealer. Adj Oct 13. Dewsbury, 
Nov 13.at2. Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Oidfield, Jas, Brotherton, Ship's Captain. Pet Oct 21 (for pau). Hull, 
Nov6atli. Reed, Hull. 

Pace, Chas Reeks, West Hartlepool, Painter. Pet Oct 21. Hartlepool, 
Nov llatit. Belk, West Hartlepool- 

Pa: a —— Shopkeeper. Adj Oct 13. Sheffield, Nov 11 at 2. 

t, Si 

Picken, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, Hair Dresser. Pet Oct 24. Hanley, Nov 
7 at 12. Sutton, Burslem. : 

Priest, Hy Chas, Bristol, Tinber Dealer. Pet Oct 21. Bristol, Nov 20 at 
12. i, Bristol. 

Smith, John, Wolverhampton, Builder. Pet Oct8. Birm, Nov 16 at 12. 
Underhill, Wolverhampton, and Green, Birm. 

Stubbs, hp Priors Wood, nr Wigan, Farmer. Adj Oct 16. Manch, Nov 
24at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

— re ee “ge Bristol. Pet Oct 23. Bristol, Nov 20 at12. Bevan 

— a aps Fuller, jun, Rochester, Baker, Adj Oct 19. Rochester, Nov 


Wakelin Wm, ee Plumber. Adj Oct 22. Bicester, Nov 6 at 11. 
Mills, Biceste 

Wheelwright, Sasaied, Birm, Jeweller. Pet Oct 9. Birm, Nov 16 at 12. 
Barber, Birm. 

Woods, yf Lpool, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 23. Lpool, Nov 9 at ll. 
Anderson & 


Collins, Liverpool. 
Wright, Thos, Winchester, Builder. Pet Oct 23, Winchester, Nov 9 at 10. 
Fawr, Oct. 30, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
ne ay Bonaparte, = -st, Finsbury, Optician. Pet Oct 26. Nov 


pa ag "Serah Ann, Bu st, Bloomsbury, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 24, 
Nov '7 at 3. Lewis & , Wilm 
Blaquiere, Robt Milly de, James-st, Buckingham: gate, of no occupation. 
Pet Oct 29 (for pau). Nov 9 atil, 
Boak, come, Bees Poplar, Grocer. Pet Oct 24. Novi2at2. Jen- 
Borley, Geo, St George’s-rd, t’s-park, Draper's Assistant. Pet Oct 
Nov VV at 3, Peckham & Galt, Doctor’s-commons, 
, Jas, Gt —— Greengrocer. Pet Oct 27. Nov 12 at 2. 


Wega Chancery-lane. 
Carr, John ——— Basinghall-st, Timber Merchant. Pet Oct 28 (for pau). 
Nov A7 at li. Aldridge. 

Craddock, Wm 7 Broadway, Stratford, Tailor, Pet Oct 28. Nov 23 


aide, Hoey Gating rnmng ste Adj Oct 21. Nov 12 at 


2.90. Aldridge. 





‘Dewaatbind, Rt Horatio Wm, ola Ford, Bow, Dust Contractor. Pet Oct 
29 (for pau.) Nov 17 atll. Aldridge 

Edwards, Jon Lewis, Birkenhead, Draper. Pet Oct 23. Nov 10 at 1, 
Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st. , 

Frankland, Peter, South-st, Manchester-sq, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 28 (for 
pau). Nov 19 at Il. Aldridge. 

Gondie, Robt, Chapel-st, Bedford-row, Gilder. Pet Oct 28 (for pau). 
Nov 19 at ll. Aldridge. 

Greville, Chas Walter, Albert-st, Barnsbury, Silversmith. Pet Oct 22. 
Nov 12 at 2.30. Aldridge. 

Gurney Arthur, Farringdon-st, Victualler. Pet Oct 24. Nov 12 at 2, 
Coward, Guildhall-chmbrs. 

Harris, Robt Ciabon, Aldershot, Chemist. Pet Oct 27. Nov 23 at 12. 
Shiers, New-inn, Strand 

ore Jas, Gracechurch-st, Comm Agent. Adj Oct 21. Nov 23 att. 

ize. 

Jones, Robt, Tottenham-pl, Tottenham-court-rd, Furniture Dealer. Adj 
Oct 2!. Nov23 atll. Aldridge. 

Kentfield, Edwin, Brighton, Billiard Table Proprietor. Pet Oct 26, Nov 
23 at 12. Dimmock & Co, Suffolk-lane, and Stuckey, Brighton. 

Kingsnorth , Edw, Ore, near Hastings, Farmer. [et Oct 28. Nov 23 at 1, 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Layland, Edwin Adolphus, New Weston-st. Bermondsey, Leather Mer- 
chant. Adj Oct 21. Nov 12 at2.30. Aldridge 

Law, Thos Geo, South-st, Southwark, Tailor. Pet Oct 29, Nov 12 at Il, 
Chipperfield, Southwark. 

Lobb, , Enfield Wash, Middx, Beerseller. Pet Oct 28. Nov 12 at 1. 
Cooper, Charing-cross. 

Marsh, Francis, New rd, Chelsea, Tailor. Pet Oct 28. Nov 12at2. Crook, 
Moorgate-st. 

Newton, Chas, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. Pet Oct 28. Nov 23 at 2. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury, and Gruber, Peterborough. 

Oriel, Edw Elston, Douglas-pl, Deptford, Tailor. Pet Oct 24. Nov 17 
at3. Cox, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Pickering, Rchd, Norfolk mews, Paddington, Horse Dealer. Pet Oct 29. 
Nov 9 at i2. Burr, Paternoster-row. 

Sampson, Wm Geo, Warner-pl, Hackney-rd, Rope Manufacturer. Pet Oct 
28. Nov l6atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Selby, Geo, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, Butcher. Pet Oct 28, Nov 16 at 2. Medina, 
Primrose-st, 

Stannard, Wm jun., Gt James-st, Bedford-row, Picture Frame Mounter. 
Pet Oct 27. Nov 17 at 12. Hooper, Southampton-buildings. 

Stroud, Alfred, Maddox-st, Regent-st, Goldsmith. Pet Oct 26. Nov 9 at 
2. Daniel, Quality-court. 

Talexy, Joseph Guillaume Adrien, Pall-Mall, Boarding-house Keeper. 
Pet Oct 28. Nov l6at}, Abrahams, Gresham-st. 

Victors, Isaac, Commercial-st, Spitalfields, Tobacconist. Adj Oct 21. 
Nov 9ati2. Aldridge. 

Whale, der Smithfield bars, Coffee House Keeper. Adj Oct 21. Nov 16 
atl, | 'ridge. 

Witham, Wm, Lambeth, Grocer. Pet Oct 2). Nov 16 at 1. Linklaters 
& Co, Walbrook. 
Yood, Wm, Cornhill, General Merchant. Pet Oct 14. Nov 16 at 12. 
Howell, Cheapside. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allday, Geo, Solihull, Warwick, out of business. Pet Oct 12, Solihull, 
Nov 28 at 10. Corles, Birm. 

Belford, Jas, South Shields, Engine Driver. Pet Oct 24. South Shields, 
Nov 16 at 11. Wheldon, South Shields. 

Bignell, John, Norton-green, prea, Isle of Wight. Pet Oct 26. 
Newport, Nov li at 11. Beckingsale, Newpo 

Billington, Richd, Hanley, Tailor, Pet Oct 28, Hanley, Nov 28 at 11, 
Tennant, Hanley. 

Brown, Thos, Aston, nr Birm, Pearl Button Maker. Pet Oct 28. Birm, 
Nov 23 at 10. Allen, Birm, 

Burton, Wm, Leicester, Provision Dealer. Pet Oct 23. Leicester, Nov 11 
at 10.30, Chamberlain, Leicester. 

Buttery, Hy, Lincoln, Victualler. Pet Oct 27. Lincoln, Nov 11 at 1l. 
Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Buxton, Alfred, Birm, Retail Brewer. Pet Oct 28. Birm, Nov 23 at 10. 
Allen, Birm. 

Carr, Thos Lockey, Wellington, Lemonade Manufacturer, Pet Oct 27. 
Durham, Noy 14 at 12. Brignal, Durham. 

Chilton, Wm, Manch, Printer. Pet Oct 27. Manch, Nov 10 at 11. Leigh, 


Manch, 

Clowes, Benj, Hanley, Stafford, Butcher. Pet Oct 28, Hanley, Nov 28 at 
12, Sutton, Burslem. 

Cass, Edwd John, Rochester, Plasterer. Pet Oct 27. Rochester, Nov 10 
atl. Morgan, Maidstone. 

Eccles, Anthony, Wigan, Coal Proprietor. Pet Oct 27. Lpool, Nev 12 at 
lt. Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

Fearnley, Saml, Undercliffe, Bradford, Stonemason, Pet Oct 27. Brad- 
ford, Nov 18 at 10.30. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Fox, Chas, Sculcoates, Kingston-upon-Hull, Assistant Overseer. Adj Oct 
21. Kingston-upon-HHull, Nov 18 at 12. 

Gent, Alfred, Leicester, Le seemng Pet Oct 27. Leicester, Nov 11 at 
10.30, Chamberlain, Leices' 

« Barzillai, Whepstead, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 28. Bury 8t 

dmunds, Nov 12 at 10, Nunn, [xworth. 

osties John, Wales Salop, Tailor. Pet Oct 26. Madeley, Nov 14 at 
12, Walker, W 

Griffiths, Wm John, Dadley, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 24. Dudley, Nov 12 
at 10. Warmington, Dudley. 

Haskell, Hy, Shidfield, Soumnanpeen, Grocer. Pet Oct 29. Bishop's 

Waltham, Nov 20 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Hatton, Mark Hill, Hereford, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Hereford, Nov 24 at 
10, Garrold, Hereford. 

Holmyard, Amelia, Margate, Spinster, out of business. Pet Oct24. Mar- 
gate, Nov 10 at 12. Towne, Margate. 
ughes, Thos, Larches pene Salop, Draper. Pet Oct 26. Birm, Nov 

27 at 12. “Hardwick, Bridgnorth. and Wright, Birm. 





Kelsall, Wm, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet Oct 28. Nottingham, Dec 16 
atll, Buttery, Nottingham. 
Kemp, Jas, New Lakenham, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. Adj Oct 15. 
Norwich, Nov 10 at 11. Atkinson, Norwich 
, Matthew, Westleigh, Lancaster, Beerseller. Pet Oct 27. Manch, 
Nov 13 at 1. Ambler, Manch, 
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Moore, John, Bishopwearmouth, Master Mariner. Pet Oct 23. Sunder- 
land, Nov 18 at 2. McRae, Sunderland. 

Oldiand, John Weight, Leicester, Tailor. Pet Oct 23. Leicester, Nov 
11 at 10.30. Weston, Leicester. 

Opie, Wm, Gwennap, Cornwall. Adj Aug li. Redrath, Nov 9 at 10. 

Page, Wm Winter, righton, Accountant, Pet Oct 23. Leicester, Nov 11 


at 11, Goodman, Brighto 
Bnet ae Lpool, Builder. Pet Oct 26. Lpol, Nov 12 at 11. 
Sprang; Rbt Hul's, Worcester, Tailor. Pet Oct 20. 
Ww orcester. 
Taylor, Job, Wickhamford, near Evesham, Labourer. 
sham, Dec 4 at 11. 
a ‘Wm, Bretforton, near Evesham, Labourer. Adj Oct 14. 


am, Dec 4 at Li. 
v diem, Dirk Van der, Gt Crosby, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 24. 


Lpool, Nov 10 at 3... H Ml, Lpool. 
Whitaker, Middlebrooke, Snaith, Y ork, Printer. Pet Oct 28. Leeds, Nov 
ijat il, Simpson, 
White, Saml, Sherborne, Bergeon. Pet Oct 24. Yeovil, Nov 15 at 12, 
Watts, Yeovil. 
Windross, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Druggist. 
upon-Hull, Nov 10 at 11. Walker, Hull. 
Wood, Wm, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Fly Maker. 
Nov li at 10, Edge, Bolton. 
Turspay, Nov, 3, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 


Attwell, Bomeo Thecdore, Bermondsey New-road, Butcher. Tet Oct 27. 
Nov 19 at 11. Pearce, Gilts 


Clifford, Thos, Leather-lane, Holborn, out of business. Pet Oct 28 (for 
pau). Nov 23atl. Aldridge. 
Cooke, Fredk Wm, Hackney, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 29. Nov 23 at 1, 
Heath, St Helens-pl. 
st, Cavendish-sq, Jeweller; Pet Oct 31. Nov 17 


Danby, Geo, W: 
at 12. Godfrey, Gray's-inn. 

Pet Oct 31. Nov 19 at 1. Page, Manchester- 

Pet Oct 27. 


Evans 
Worcester, Nov 17 at 


Eves- 


Pet Oct 26. Kingston- 


Pet Oct 28. Bolton, 


Day, John, Chertsey, Carter. 


uare. 
bret, Owen, Stafford-st, Bond-st, Surgeon. 
Mote, Bucklersbury. 
France, John, Compton-st, Burton-crescent, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 30. 
Nov 19 at 1. Cooper, Charing-cross. 
Friend, Hy, Wimbledon, Gun Maker. Pet Oct 28. Nov 23 at2. Ellis & 
Co, St. Michael’s-alley. 
Henn, Chas, Fitzroy-pl, Middx, Baker. Pet Oct31. Nov23 at2. Lewis 
& Sons, Wilmington-sq 


Nov 23 at 12, 


Hinxman, Hy Jas, Lee, Kent, Apothecary. Pet Oct 31. Nov!7 at 2. 
Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Holdsworth, Hy, Reigate, Butcher. Pet Oct 29. Nov19atl. Duncan & 


Murtou, Southampton-st, Hart & Field, Reigate. 

= hes brea = ng seer Barrister-at-Law. Pet Oct 29. Nov 23 

aldron, Lamb's Conduit 

Honiton, ‘Hobe Timothy Wildbore, “Mark-lane, Corn Factor. Pet Oct 28. 
Nov 19 at 12, Brady, Mitre-ct. 

Jennings, John, Bridge-row. a no business. Pet Oct 31. 
23 at2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl 

ae John, Lepeen- rd Croydon, Apetionose Pet Oct 30. Nov 23 at 

Jaunders Hawkatord, C 


‘e ~ Oct 29. Nov 23atl. Langham 


Nov 


Mills, Thos, pple ay et hag 
& Son, Bartlets’s-buildings. 
Moore, Saml, Cole’s-ter, Barnsbury. Grocer’s Warehouseman. Pet Oct 28. 
Nov 19 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Moorton, Jas Wm, Buckhurst-hill, out of business, Pet Oct 31. Nov 19 
at 12. Hutson, Upper Clifton-st, Finsbury. 

Morris, Joseph, Poplar, Boot Maker, Pet Oct 27. Nov 19 atil. Wood & 
Ring, Coleman-st-buildings. wes 

Pyke, Hy, Praed-st, Paddington, Tailor. Adj Oct 21, Nov !6at2, Ald- 
ridge, 

Scanlan, Roger, Gt Hermitage-st, Wapping, Boarding-house Keeper. 


Pet Oct 28. Nov i6atil, Wood & Ring, Coleman-st-bidgs. 

Sebright, Thos, cate See: Pet Oct 29. Nov 16 at 2, Jones, 
New-inn, and Paffard, Portsea. 

Sharpe, Wm, New Romney, Plumber. Pet Oct 30. Nov 16 at 12. Law- 
rence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Smale, Jas Selby, Dartford, Carpenter. Pet Oct 31, Nov 16 at1. Venn, 
New-inn, 

Still, John, envi ge Cavendish-sq, Victualler. Pet Oct 30. Nov 16 
at}l, France, Falcon-st, 


Watts, Edw Kerswell, Randolph rd, a Gent. Pet Oct 30. Nov 
16 at 12, Gresham, Basinghall- 

W — ie Fp gaxha oon Assistant. Pet Oct 29. Nov 16 at 

& Ring, Coleman-st-bidgs. 
To surrender in the Country. 

Aronsberg, Woolf, Lpool, Dealer in 1 Feeeagrene Portraits. Pet Oct 31, 
Lpool, Nov 16 at 11. Keetley & Banner, 

Avers, John F,, Gloucester, Victualler. Pet Oct 21, Bristol, Nov 13 at 
11, Cooke, Gloucester. Bevan & Co, Bristol. 

Barker, Robt, Huddersfield, Cotton — Pet Nov 2. Nov 16 at Ll. 
Floyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Brittain, Christopher, Gt Stav; iton-highway, Huntingdon, Mar. 

eot’s, Nov 12 at 1. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn- 


t Gar- 


<r Pet Oct 24. St 

Bullies » Wm, Yi ‘orthampton, Beerseller. Pet Oct 27. Oundle, 
Nov 19 at Gal Law, 

Calvert, Painter. Pet Oct 30. Gainsborough, Nov 13 
at 10. 

Cc r, Mold-green, nr nr Huddersfield, Joiner. Pet Oct 20, Hud- 
"apestil Nov 16 at cap Sykes, Huddersfield, 

Davis, Ann, oe wee Pet Oct 29. Bristol, Nov 
20 at 

Dennis, Hy, and = or ee ent, Lance, Baldor Pet Oct 
30... ‘ov. 17 Boote, 

Dobson iat, Walt, Northam ene: Pet Oct 26. New- 
castle, Nov 18 at 12. 


axter, Leeds, Builder. eh et 27. Leeds, Nov 18 at 12. 


"Tint, Lae 


Adj Oct 14. Eve-. 





Drury, John Exley, Halifax, Millwright. Pet Oct 31. Halifax, Nov 20 at 
10. Jubb, Halifax. 
Pet Oct 29. Halifax, Nov 20 at 1i. 


no Skircoat, nr Halifax, Builder. 
Flint, Robt, Duffield, Msples, Noa Huckster. Adj Oct. Nottingham, 
Builder. Pet Oct 31. Manch, Nov 20 


Nov 17 at 12. 
ing M Deal near Newchureh, Loom Jobber. Pet Oct 
‘ov 25 at 12. Richardson, Manch. 
Hall John Parker. Lpool, Commission Merchant. Pet Oct 24. - Lpool, - 
Nov 13 at 11. Pemberton, Lpool. 













Harper, Jacob, Vicar Croft, Leeds, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 27. Leeds, 
Noy 18 at 12.. Harie, Leeds. 

Heath, Richd, Madeley, Salop, Miner. Pet Oct 31. Madeley, Nov 14 at 
12, Walker, Wellington. 

Higgins, Geo, Woughton-on-the- -Green, Buckingham, Butcher. Pet Oct 
30. Newport Pagnell, Nov 13 at 12. Stimson, Bedford 






Hiil, Hy, Wolverhampton, Ale Dealer, Pet. Wolverhampton, Nov 14 


at 12: or agg: Bed iverhampton, 
Betas b Gets nm, Teacher. Adj Oct 10. Wigan, Nov 19 at 9, 
Pet Oct 29. Huddersfield, 


Hudson, Wm, "Marsh, Huddersfield, Butcher. 
Nov 16 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Hutehinson, Jane, Amble, Northumberland, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Aln- 
wick, Nov 16 at 11. Smith, Alnwick. 
Limbrick, Edwd Hill, Bath, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 27. Bath, Nov 13 at 

il. Wilton, Bath. 
Lord, omy Bacup, Broker. Pet Oct 30. Manch, Nov 26 at 12. Richard- 


Lioya d, John, Beniew, Montgomery, Plasterer. Pet Oct 29. Welchpool 
Ov 16 at 10. Jones, —— 
Lyon, Saml, sen, Aston, baad irm, Railway Clerk. Pet Oct 29. Birm, 


Nov 23 at 10. Atkins, 
Martin, Stephen, Westhremwteh Carpenter. Pet Oct 3i. Oldbury, Nov 
Oct 22. Birm, Nov 









20 at 10. Shakespeare, Oldbury. 
Minshall, Thos, Stone, Stafford, out of employment. 


16at 12. Young, Longton, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
_— Geo Isaac, Lpool, Bookseller, Pet Oct 31. Lpool, Nov 13 at 11, 
enry, 


Nelson, David, Birm, Doctor of Medicine. Pet Oct 30. 
12. James & Co, Birm. 

Noble, Jas, Vidham, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 13. Oldham, Nov !9 at 12. 
Andrew, Manch. 

re 7. ym paere, Pet Oct 23. Lpool, Nov 13 at 11. 

Ww 

Oldham, John, Derby, Commission Agent. Pet Oct 20 (in for pau). Derby, 
Nov 19 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Parker, Jas, Lpool, Victualler. Pet Oct 30. Lpool, Nov 17 at ll. Brem- 
ner, Lpool. 

Parsons, Robt, Dartmouth, Bootmaker. Pet Oct 30. Totnes, Nov 14 at 
14. Cumming, Totness. 

— Jas, Abergavenny, Coal Dealer. Oct 13. Monmouth, Nov 17 


Birm, Nov 18 at 


For- 


heynolis Hy, Birm, Scrivener. Pet Oct 29. Birm, Nov 16 at 12. James 


Co, Birm 
Rilev, John Benj, Nottingham, Slater. Adj Oct 19. Nottingham, Nov 
Pet Oct 17 (for pau). 


16 at 12. Naples, Nottingham. 

Salisbury, Joseph, Borrowash, Derby, Farmer. 
Derby, Nov 19 @t 12. Leech, Derby. 

Scott, Hy, Banbury, Oxford, Carpenter. Pet Oct 31. Banbury, Nov 14 
at 10. Pellatt, Banbury. 

Scottora, John, Derby, Joiner, Pet Oct 24. Derby, Nov 19 at 12. Smith, 


rby 
— Thos Hirst, Marsh, Huddersfield, Clothdresser. Pet Oct 22. Hud- 
ersfield, Nov 16 at 10. Clough, Huddersfield. 

deemed, Joseph, jun, Smestow, Stafford, Farmer. Pet. Wolverhampton, 
Nov 14 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 

Strickland, Wm, Manch, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Manch, Nov 16 at 9.30. 
Crowther & Farrington, Manch. 

Taylor, Sam], Much Wenlock, Lime Burner. Pet Oct 29. Madeley, Nov 
l4at12. Walker, Wellington, 

Tilson, Jas, King's Lynn, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Oct 30. King’s Lynn, 
Nov 2! at it. Beloe, King’s Lynn. 

Upton, Wm, Manch, Insurance Clerk, Pet Oct 29. Manch, Nov 16 at 
9.30. » Manch. 

Wade, Robt, Birm, out of business. Pet Oct 28. Kettering, Nov 20 at 12. 


Douglass, Market Harborough, 

Wainscott, Chas, Hereford, Watchmaker. Pet Oct 29. Birm, Nov 27 at 
12. Suckling, Birm. 

Wentterbottom, Beswick, Oldham, Machine Maker. Adj Sept 17, Old+ 
ham, Nov. 20 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Whyatt, Hy, Dovercourt, — Victualler. Pet Oct 23. Harwich, 


Nov 19 at 12, —_ Colches' 
Wiikes, Saml, Hi: o ecapenas Boot Maker. Pet Oct 30. Newent, 
Nov 24 at 10. Wilkes, Gloucester. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspar, Oct. 27, 1863. 
Crowther, John Peter, Marlborough-sq, Chelsea, Statuary Mason, Oct 26 
Elkington, Arthur, South Camp, Aldershott, Deputy-Assistant Com- 
missary-General. Oct 19. 
Eveson, Jas, & Eveson, Woodside, near Dudley, Breeze Manufac- 
turers, Oct 21. 
Farivar, Oct. 30, 1363. 
Levy, Hyam, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Clothier. Oct. 





BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


Chapman, Dublin, Contraetor. To surr Nov 10 and #4. 
Pea beicheal, Ds Dublin, Duiryman, To surr Nov 13 and.27. 
Fi ichael, Limerick, Grocer. To surr Noy 13 and 27. 
Treanor, Jas, , Grocer. Tosurr Nov 13 and 27. 
Wright, ‘ay, ewry, Auctioneer. surr Nov.13 and 27. 

w nos, and 
po pe 


To 
Martin M‘Inerney, Limerick, Spirit Dyalers. To 
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HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE and IM- 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices, 52, Parliament-street, S.W. 
HENRY KER SEYMER, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 

Sir J. VILLIERS SHELLEY, M.P., Vice-Chairman, 
J. Bailey Denton, F Engineer. 

Under this Company's Act, ; life, trustees, mortgagees, 
guardians, committees of incompetent ms, beneficial lessees, corpo- 
rations (ecclesiastical or municipal), incumbents, charitable trustees, &., 
may effect the following land improvements, and charge the outlay and 
expenses on the estate improved, by way of rentcharge, to be paid by 
half-yearly instalments, viz.:— 

1. All works of drainage, irrigation, warping, and embankment. 

2. The erection of farm-houses, cottages for agricultural labourers, 
and all kinds of farm-buildings. 

3. The construction of roads. 

4. The grubbing and clearing of old wood lands, enclosing, fencing, and 
reclaiming land. 

The owners of estates, not entailed, who may be desirous to avoid the 
expense or inconvenience of a legal mortgage, may also charge their 
estates with an outlay in improvements under the simple and inexpensive 
process of the Company’s Act. 

The term of years for the rentcharge is fixed by the landowner, so as 
to adapt the amount of annual payment to the circumstances of the 
tenants, the term for building works being limited to thirty-one years. 

No investigation of title being required, and the charge not being 
affected by encumbrances, no legal expenses are incurred. 

The arrangements for effecting improvements are threefold— 

No. 1. The works may be designed and executed entirely by the land- 
owner's agent, and the Company employed only to supply the loan and 
conduct the matter through all the official forms for charging the outlay 
on the estate. 


No. 2. The Company will supply plans, specifications, and estimates for 
any improvements to be executed by the landowner’s agent as under | 


No. }. In each of these cases the landowner will be solely under the con- 
trol of the Enclosure Commissioners. 


No. 3. The Company will undertake the entire responsibility of the im- | 
provements, prepare the plans, execute the works, and finally charge on | 
the estate the actual amount expended, with their commission thereon, 


approved by the Enclosure Commissioners. 
Landowners may thus obtain what assistance they require from the 
Company, and no more, in effecting the objects in view. 


Works of drainage and other improvements are also executed on com- | 


mission for landowners, who merely require the skill and experience of the 
Company’s officers and a staff in constant practice. 

Applications to be addressed to William Clifford, the Secretary, at the 
Offices of the Company, 52, Parliament-street, 8.W. 


AIR BRUSHING BY MACHINERY (see 


Punch, October 28th) at HONEY & SKELTONS, Hairdressers, | 


&c., 17, Fleet- street, the old Palace of Henry VIII. 





2 tae NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVEST.” 
MENT COMPANY (instituted 1837), for the Purchase of Absolute © 
or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies of Assurance on © 
ives. ‘ 
Office—No. 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. ‘ 
JOHN PEMBERTON HEYWOOD, Esq., Chairman, 

EDWIN WARD SCADDING, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Iliffe, Russell & Iliffe, Bedford-row. 
Actuary—Francis A. Englebach, Esq., the Alliance Assurance Company, | 
Forms for submitting proposals for sale may be obtained at the offices 

of the Company. G. A. RENDALL, Secretary, » 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE.” 
HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality. 

Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handl es to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives ai 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Tospeaty 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and mene, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and 10s, All war. 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur. 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishin, 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 





Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, ~ 


Ironmon- 


figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been ~ 


celebrated for nearly 50 years, Orders above £2 delivered] cartia ze free 


r rail. 
es RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRANCT LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 

. ee SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos 

sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear eqnal — 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. hread. King’ 

£s. 4. £s. 4. 
110 O and 1 18 
1 0 O and 1 10 
110 0 and 1 18 
1 0 O ard 110 
. seoee 012 O and O 18 

Every Article for the Table as in Silver.—A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


+ al 
: 


ecco oof 


Table Forks, per doz...... 
Dessert ditto .. ° 


mewn 


—_ 
ononoeo 


| warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 





TO SOLICITORS, &c.,requiring DEED BOXES, 


will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 


Y 
2 
w 


RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. | 


Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


Gquity and Saw Life | Assurance Society, ; 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 





CAPITAL—ONE MILLION, FULLY SUBSCRIBED. 





DIRECTORS. 


CuatrnMAN—NASSAU W. SENIOR, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Derutr-CuatrMan—GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, 


JOHN EDWARD ARMSTRONG, Esq. 
HENRY WM. BIRCH, Esq. 

HENRY FOX BRISTOWE, Esq. 

R. J. P. BROUGHTON, Esq. 

JOHN MOXON CLABON, Esq. 
ANTHONY CLEASBY, Esq., Q.C. 
JOHN ELLIS CLOWES, Esq. 


CHARLES J, DIMOND, Esq. ' 
JOHN W. HAWKINS, Esq. 

WILLIAM E. HILLIARD, Esq. 

THOMAS HUGHES, Esq. 

N. HOLLINGSWORTH, Esq. 

THOMAS GLOVER KENSIT, Esq. 

JOHN LUCAS, Esq. 


EDMUND F. MOORE, Esq. 
GEORGE W. K. POTTER, Esq. 

Sirk ROBERT J. PHILLIMORE, Q.C, 
W. B. 8S. RACKHAM, Esq. 
GEORGE ROBINS, Esq. 

ALFRED H,. SHADWELL, Esq, 
RICHARD SMITH, Esq. 


i CHARLES HENRY MOORE, Esq. 
Solicitor.—GEORGE ROOPER, Esq., 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Actuary and Secretary.—_THOMAS BOND SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 





The NEW BUSINESS of 1862 comprised 152 Polices, insuring 
£211,050; the New Premiums being £7,224 10s. 3d. 

The INCOME was £72,382 10s. 10d., and the total OUTGOINGS, 
£30,937 19s. 10d. The difference, £41,444 lis., or 57 PER CENT. OF 
THE TOTAL INCOME, was added to the Assets in the year. 

The Available ASSETS, on 31st December, 1862, were £350,780 6s. 5d. 
The increase of the Assets during the last Three Years has been £94,896. 

THE INTEREST received in 1862 was at the rate of 4'13 per £100 on 
the Assets at the beginning of the Year. 

THE EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT amount to only Five-and-a 
half Per Cent. of the Income. 

Every kind of Life Insurance Business is transacted by this Society. 
ANY AMOUNT CAN BE INSURED ON THE SAME LIFE. 





NINETY PER CENT. of the Total Profits are divided among the 
Assured. 

POLICIES effected in the present year will be ENTITLED TO PAR- 
TICIPATE in the next Division of Profits to 31st December, 1864. 

The BONUSES have averaged about Sixty per Cent. on the Premiums 
paid, and Two per Cent, per Annum on the sum assured. 

PREMIUMS CALCULATED FOR EVERY HALF-YEAR OF AGE, 

Loans granted on Freehold and Leaschold Property, upon Life Inte- 
rests, Reversions, and other approved security. 


The Business of the Society also includes the PURCHASE of Life Inte. ~~ 


rests and Reversions, 
Notices of Assignment of Policies acknowledged without charge. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 




















